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6084. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of common coun-
cil of the city of Salamanea, N. Y., indorsing House Joint Reso-
lution 167, to proclaim Oectober 11 of each year as General
Pulaski’s memorial day; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

6085. By Mr. SHORT of Missouri: Petition of citizens of
Essex, Stoddard County, Mo., urging the passage of House bill
2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing the pension of Spanish War
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6086. Also, petition of citizens of Taney County, Mo., urging
the passage of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing
the pensions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on
Pensions.

6087. By Mr. SIMMS: Petition of citizens of Farmington,
N. Mex., asking the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill
2562, for the relief of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee
on Pensions.

6088, Also, petition of citizens of Gallup, N. Mex., asking the
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, for the relief of
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6089. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Petition of Mrs.
W. W. Reif, president of Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
West Side, Charleston, W. Va., favoring legislation for the Fed-
eral supervision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

6090. By Mr. SWING: Petition of George F. Mead and 43
citizens of southern California, urging the adoption of Senate
bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions.

6091. Also, petition of 25 of the citizens of San Diego, Calif.,
urging the adoption of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to
the Committee on Pensions.

6092. Also, petition of Charles Dewesse and T0 citizens of
Palm Springs, Calif., urging the adoption of Senate bill 476 and
House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions.

6093. Also, petition of John P. Lewis and 63 citizens of Santa
Ana, Calif,, urging the adoption of Senate bill 476 and House
bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuaurspay, March 27, 1930

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Countless are Thy witnesses, Eternal God, our Father ; hum-
bled amid Thy glories, may we seek direction in Thy wisdom
and in the simplicity of Thy marvelous teaching, At times
we desire to do that which is beyond our strength; be gracious
to accept the wish when we fail to do the deed. We are
Thine; we are part of Thee and Thou art part of our best
selves, O teach us to reveal what they dictate of purity,
courage, and nobility. Lift the light of Thy truth upon all of
us; may it remain in our memories and live in our daily con-
duct. Through Christ our Saviour. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved. : i
EDWARD SWEENEY

Mr. HALE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill (H. R. 2335) providing for the promotion of Chief Boat-
swain Edward Sweeney, United States Navy, retired, to the
rank of lieutenant on the retired list of the Navy, reported by
me from the Committee on Naval Affairs, may be recommitted
with the report to the Naval Affairs Committee.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire? :

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, is that agree-
.able to the Naval Affairs Committee?

- Mr, HALE. Yes; I took it up at a regular meeting of the
committee.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma.
what legislation is this?

Mr. HALE. It is a private bill. The bill was introduced by
me, was reported out of the committee, but there is an error in
the report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

RESERVE OFFICERS' ASSOCTATION

Mr, COLLINS. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a statement on
the subject of the Reserve Officers’ Association,
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the manner stated. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The statement is as follows:

Col. Warrer C. CoLg,
President Rescrve Officers’ Association,
Metropolitan Trust Co., Detroit, Mich.

Drar CoroNer CoLe: The pressure of other activities has prevented my
replying earlier to your open letter with regard to my address in the
House on the current War Department appropriations bill. I am glad
to take this opportunity of restating for your benefit my views as con-
tained therein,

In your letter you seem to attempt to refute my statements that the
Reserve Officers’ Association is a great political force for enlarged
military appropriations. Please allow me to quote from an article by
yourself as president of the Reserve Officers’ Association in the August,
1929, issue of The Reserve Officer, official magazine of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Association:

" MONEY FOR DEFENSE VITAL, SAYS COLONEL COLE

“The reserve officers of the country are the guardians of our na-
tional defense act. They are more than 114,000 in number, repre-
sentative of industry, commerce, and the professions, * * * An ad-
equate system of national defense is provided for [in this act] in spirit,
but not in fact [because] * * * the moneys are not always forth-
coming. * * * We know that our protective agencies are far from
adequate. * * ¢

“The object of the Reserve Officers’ Association is to support and
assist in the development and execution of a military policy for the
United States which will provide adequate national defense, * = =

"“The association believes it to be the duty and obligation of its
members as American citizens to urge Congress to make national de-
fense a reality and to give effect to the national defense act and the
United States naval pollcy by making appropriations adequate for all
the foregoing purposes; and their partienlar duty as members of this
association to aid in the securing of appropriations needed for the train-
ing of reserve officers, and to promote legislation in the interest of a
more perfect organization in the reserves.

*“The reserve officers of the country can provide an adequate system
of national defense if they will—one that wonld stand for all time.
They can arouse the citizens of the country to the necessity of a
permanent and adequate defense system—a permanent military
DCIHCJ’. - - -

“1 hold that it is the duty of the reserve officers of the country to so
organize through the Reserve Officers’ Association of the United States
that the assoclation will not omnly represent the majority of the
reserve officers but will also develop a powerful organization that can
be used principally for the purpose of securing legislation and appro-
priations to provide ap adequate system of national defense—in fact,
one that will stand for all time to come.

“But we must organize. * * * The reserve officers in civil life
are executives and organizers, * * *

“We are organized in civil pursuits, for the chamber of commerce
activity, raising money for charitable purposes, and many other activi-
ties that I could mention, yet, gentlemen, we have only starfed to
organize in bebalf of an adequate system of national defense for this
country,

*“It is our duty and we must turn that organization and executive
ability of the reserve officers toward the development of the Reserve
Officers’ Association of the United States—the official mouthpiece for
the reserve officers of the country—and assist in the development and
maintenance of a system of national defense that will insure the prestige
necessary to support our world policles and safeguard our Nation
against disaster.”

In the January, 1930, issue of The Reserve Officer, on the opposite
side of the very page that carries your letter to me, is an article by
your former executive secretary, now a member of your legislative com-
mittee, headed * Our Efforts in Congress Rewarded."” The article out-
lines your desires for increased appropriations and states: * Each mem-
ber [of the Reserve Officers’ Association] should express his personal
views on this matter direetly to his representative in the House and
Benate, » & ®m -

On the floor of the House I pointed out, as the Recorp shows, that
Capt. Floyd Newman, of your assoclation, had stated in the Coast
Artillery Journal of October, 1928, “Another reason why every member
of the Officers’ Reserve Corps should be 8 member of the Reserve Officers’
Association js that * * * [it] is the only body which Congress
recognizes as having sufficient power to demand recognition by them in
matters pertaining to national defense, * * »7

You and your group, through propaganda agencies, were responsible
for causing Congress to appropriate for the Organized Reserves alone
during the last five years amounts largely in excess of Budget estimates,
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as shown by the following table, giving estimates and appropriations
from 1926 to 1930, inclusive:
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I insist that my record shows a reasonable and consistent effort to
keep before Congress and the public the necessity for guarding our

Appropri-

Estimate | “PRIOF
Z 222,466 | $3, 674, 800
i% sﬁ',m,sm 3,721, 300
1928 3,611,763 | 4,158 641
1029 4,631,027 | 5,308, 583
1630___ 5,201,077 | 6,110,602

In other words, through letters, telegrams, and other methods you
were able to cause Congress to increase appropriations over estimates
in 1926, $452,334; in 1927, $53,500; in 1928, $546,878; in 1929,
$0871,656 ; in 1930, $008,625 for the Organized Reserves alone. And for
this 5-year period you and your group were largely responsible for an
increase in appropriations from an estimate in 1920 of $3,222.466 to
$6,110,602 in 1930, or an incresse for the Organized Reserves in this
short period of $2,889,268. These figures, to my mind, clearly indicate
that you were correct when you stated that yours is * a powerful organi-
zation that can be used principally for the purpose of securing legisla-
tion and appropriations to provide" for what you term “an adequate
system of national defense.”

I do not believe It is necessary to add further evidence that your
association intends to be a political force in matters of military expendi-
tures. 1 do wish to repeat what I pointed out by statistlcs in the Cox-
GRESSIONAL Recorp, that you have had considerable success for some
years in getting Congress to Increase the appropriations recommended
for the reserves by the Appropriations Committee.

I have never suggested that reserve officers as individuals or in an
organized capacity bad no political right to agitate for any goals they
desire. I merely point out the probable consequences of such activity.

The following facts appear to me to be rather obvious:

1. On July 23, 1929, President Hoover said :

“The American people should understand that current expenditure
on strictly military activities of the Army and Navy constitutes the
largest military budget of any nation in the world to-day, and at a time
when there is less real danger of extensive disturbance to peace than at
any time in half a century. * * * Our whole situation is certainly
modified by the Kellogg paet.”

With this went the statement by the President that estimates for
1933 indicated an expenditure of $803,000,000 :

“An Increase of $120,000,000 over the last fiseal year and $224,000,000
over four years ago. All of which compares with a total of $268,000,000,
the average pre-war total for the combined military services of the
Army and Navy, or an estimated increase by 1933 of $533,000,000 over
pre-war.” -

I pointed out in my address that our Military Establishment now
containg at least 689,899 people. This is, of course, entirely exclusive
of the United States Navy and the Marine Corps.

2, It is always true that military men and military-minded civilians
never feel their military establishments to be adequate. In spite of our
gigantic and supreme expenditures and in spite of President Hoover's
appeal for reduced expenditures, you and your group still wish to add to
our military appropriations,

3. The public and Congress must realize that reduction of military
expenditures and the development of nonmilitary means toward peace
will become inereasingly difficult as the influence of your group increases,
If you attain the political influence you seek your organization will be a
gigantic stumblingblock to sueh moves toward peace and economy as
President Hoover urged upon Congress and the country last summer and
antumn.

4, It usually follows that the advocates of an ever-increaging military
establishment attribute to those who disagree with them, first, a lack of
knowledge about our preparedness needs, or, secondly, & lack of patri-
otism. In your article, referred to above, you do precisely this,

Ag a member of the Subcommittee on Appropriations I have had the
opportunity for some years to study intimately our military budget and
prepare my public statements on the basis of that experience. My posi-
tion enables me to survey not only your own division of our military
forces but all the others as well. It Is human to err, but I am prepared
to support my statements as set forth on the floor of the House and In
the Recorp, and I yield to no one in my patriotic desire to serve this
country.

b. The civil authorities of our land were intended by the founders
to be in complete charge of its policies—military and otherwise. The
fact that your members are out in clvil life holding positions of influence
ereates a problem which our citizenry and our Congress must recognize,

I am not questioning motives, I am not challenging your sincerity, I
am merely stating a fact when I say that as military-minded citizens
your ussociation can be a dangerous force making for a growing military
power. The pages of history show very few cases of milltary men and
military organizations favoring military reductions. They show, on the
contrary, that eivil authorities have had to be on guard constantly
against growing military establishments.

people against the growing demands of military enthusiasts for more
and more money. That is a service 1 ghall continue to render to the
best of my ability.
Blncerely yours,
Ross A, CoLuiNs.
WasHINGTON, D. C.,, March 27, 1930.

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in relation to a bill I introduced
providing for the payment of 25 per cent on the basis of the
adjusted compensation certificates, and to include a letter from
the Secretary of the Treasury commenting on my bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, any hope the vet-
erans of the World War had that the adjusted compensation,
commonly called bonus, be paid either in full or in part is shat-
tered by the report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the bill
I introduced. My bill provided for payment of 25 per cent of
the face value of the certificates now. Others have offered bills
asking that the Government redeem the certificates in full at
this time. I contended that the $635,000,000 now to the credit
of the adjusted-compensation fund could be advanced now with-
out seriously disturbing the Treasury, but Secretary Mellon takes
issue with my views,

The Secretary feels my bill would require a eash outlay of
$850,000,000, while only $635,000,000 is available. Probably that
would be so if all veterans made a demand for payment, but it
is reasonable to assume that net more than three-fourths wonld
request payment, if that many., I regret very much the un-
favorable report on my bill, because I feel several hundred
thousand veterans now out of employment would not only
greatly appreciate but could make good use of 25 per cent of the
amount of their certificates at this time. Such money as could
have been paid would be used for necessities of life, thus re-
leasing to the business people of the country a large sum that
would assist to stabilize business conditions.

The views of Secretary Mellon are outlined in the attached
letter to the Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee :

MarcH 21, 1930.

My Dear Mg, CHAIRMAN: I acknowledge receipt of your letter of
March 10, inclosing a copy of H. R. 10555, with a request that I trans-
mit to you such comment and information as I care to express in
connection therewith,

The bill provides that the Director of the United States Veterans'
Buread® is directed to pay to veterans holding adjusted service cer-
tificates, or who may have made application therefor, 25 per cent of
the face value of the certificates, providing, however, that there shall
be deducted from the 25 per cent to be paid the amount heretofore
borrowed and unpaid by the veteran. The Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized and divected to dispose of the $635,000,000 invested in
interest-bearing obligations of the United States now held to the credit
of the World War adjusted-eompensation fund for the purpose of carry-
ing out the provisions of the proposed act.

The measure proposed does not meet with the approval of the Treas-
ury Department. It reopens a question which, after much discussion
and careful consideration, was definitely settled by congressional action ;
the expedient proposed appears to be of doubtful benefit to the veterans
themgelves and their dependents; it will interfere with the orderly
program which the Treasury Department is pursning in the gradual
retirement of our public debt; and It is actuarily unsound in that it
proposes to apply the entire reserve whieh has been set up to date for
the ultimate retirement of all the certificates to a reduction of only
25 per cent of the ultimate liability.

I need not recall to your mind the various proposals and arguments
which were advanced at the time this matter was considered, particu-
larly those in favor of and against a eash bonus. Buffice it to say
that after exhaustive consideration Congress determined in favor of
adjusted compensation in the form of a 20-year endowment policy
rather than an immediate cash payment. The choice of this alternative
was, I think, based upon sound considerations, since it is apparent
that in the great majority of cases a much larger cash payment received
during the period of middle age, at a time when earning capacity may
well be facing the prospect of decrease, is of much greater practical
benefit than a much smaller eash payment received by young men in
the strength of their earller years. Furthermore, the advantage to the
family and dependents of the adjusted-service certificate method of
payment as contrasted with the cash-bonus method must be clearly
apparent. It should be pointed out that the existing provisions for
loans upon the certificates are calculated to make provision agalnst
pressing emergencies. In any event, all the considerations which led
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Congress to determine upon the adjusted service certificate act in the
form finally adopted in 1924 apply with equal if not Ykreater force
to-day. The Treasury Department is unable to perceive, either from
the standpoint of the veteran or of the public, any adeguate reason for
reopening of the subject at this time,

It is estimated that the bill would occasion an immediate cash outlay
of approximately $850,000,000, While the bill evidently assumes that
the $635,000,000 reserve that has been set up for the nltimate payment
of the adjusted-service certificates is immediately available for this
purpose, it must be apparent that such is not the case, since these
payments would, at best, but reduce the ultimate lability by 25 per
cent. Not more than 25 per cent of the $635,000,000 reserve is imme-
diately available unless, of course, the Congress iz prepared to alter
completely the purposes for which this reserve fund was established.
Approximately $700,000,000 would, therefore, have to be provided. The
Treasury Department could not approve an increase of taxes at the
present time for this purpose. The alternative would be for the
Government to borrow the money, which, of course, means an increase
in the public debt and a consequent disruption of the orderly program
upon which the United Btates Government is now proceeding. A re-
versal of this program and an actual increase of the public debt by
the issuance of bonds for this purpose would be regarded by this
department as a violation of a fundamental principle which might
entail serious consequences and which should not be considered except
in the case of grave emergency.

Finally, I think I should point out to you that while the bill does
not purport to do so, its actual effect is to increase the amount to be
paid in the way of adjusted compensation. In this connection I think
it will be sufficient to point out to the committee that, assuming the
face value of a certificate to be $1,000, $250 paid in the year 1930
i3 a much greater value than $250 paid in the year 1945. The Govern-
ment actuary has estimated that in the aggregate this measure would
add over $600,000,000 to the total amount to be paid for adjusted-
service compensation.

Bincerely yours,
A, W, MELLON,
Becretary of the Treasury.
Hon. WiLLis C. HAWLEY,
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC BUILDINGS

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 6120, an act to
amend the act entitled “An act to provide for the construction
of certain public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved
May 25, 1926 (44 Stats, 630) ; the act entitled “An act to amend
section 5 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the con-
struction of certain public bulildings, and for other purposes,’
approved May 25, 1926, dated February 24, 1928 (45 Stats.
137) ; and the act entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of
the Treasury to acquire certain lands within the District of
Columbia to be used as space for public buildings,” approved
January 13, 1928 (45 Stats. 51), and agree to the Senate
amendments,

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill by title, and
the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title and the Senate amendments, as
follows :

Page 2, Hne 28, after “ Columbia™ ingert: “ : Provided, That out
of the money appropriated under the authorization contained herein,
at least two buildings shall be constructed in each State for post offices
with receipts of more than $10,000 during the last preceding year, for
which post offices no public buildings bave been provided.”

Page 2, line 23, after “Provided,” insert * further.”

Page 3, strike out lines 16 to 25, inclusive, and down to and includ-
ing “ west” in line 3, page 4, and insert: " Becretary of the Treasury
is authorized, empowered, and directed to acguire, for the use of the
United States, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, any land and
buildings which he may determine ghould be acquired within the area
bounded by Pennsylvania Avenue and New York Avenue on the north,
Virginia Avenue and Maryland Avenue projected In a straight line to
Twining Lake on the south, and Delaware Avenue BW. on the east,
including properties within sald area belonging to the District of
Columbia, but excluding those portions of sguares 267, 268, and 298
not belonging to the District of Columbia; the eguare known as south
of 463; all of square 4983 ; lots 16, 17, 20, and 21, and 808 in square
536 ; and lots 16 and 45 in square 635. The Becretary of the Treasury
is further authorized, empowered, and directed to acquire the neces-
sary land for the extension of the bulldlng known as Treasury Annex
No. 1, northwardly to H Street NW."

Page 4, line 16, strike out “, as provided by existing law.”

Page 4, line 17, strike out “ $10,000” and insert “ $7,500.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana?
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Mr. SNELL. Reserving the right to object, it seems to me
that these are pretty important amendments, and I am not sure
but that it ought to go to conference as a matter of fact. I
think, however, that we should have a complete explanation of
“i)];gzt. the amendments mean before the time has gone by to
0
. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, so far as all these amend-
ments are concerned, except the first one, they have already
been before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds
of the House of Representatives and agreed to by the com-
mittee, and I have been instructed by a unanimous vote of the
committee to ask that the House agree to the amendments.

These amendments were inserted in the bill by the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, and one day
when we had a meeting I laid them before the committee, and
they were thoroughly discussed.

The first amendment has been put on in the Senate. It pro-
vides that out of the money appropriated under the authoriza-
tion contained herein, at least two buildings shall be con-
structed in each State for post offices with receipts of more
than $10,000 during the last preceding year for which post
offices no publie buildings have been provided.

That clause was in the original law, which was approved
May 25, 1926, and it means this: That in any State that does
not have a town having receipts of $20,000 or more, but does
have towns having receipts of $10,000 or more, they will have
to be by the Treasury Department during the life
of this program, and to build them two small buildings,

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. HALE. Would that give priority to those places where
sites have been acquired?

Mr. ELLIOTT. That has been taken care of in the bill in
another place. While I am not enamored of this kind of legis-
lation, yet I believe it will not make much difference in the
long run, because every State in the Union is entitled to some
consideration, and during the life of this program each State
would probably get at least two small buildings.

Mr. SNELL. Did I understand the gentleman to say that
this provision is already in the original law?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. If it is already there, why is it necessary to
put it in again?

Mr. ELLIOTT. This is in addition to the other.

Mr. GARNER. This is a new appropriation, and they make
it apply to this,

Mr. SNELL. Then they would get the two buildings for the
small places and two more.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Under the original act they would get two
buildings, and this would mean two more.

Mr. SNELL. That is what I am trying to find out. Why
should we make special provision for those States different from
the other States in the Union?

Mr. ELLIOTT. This on the face of it applies to all States
but the States that have the larger places, of course, will get
them anyway, and I think these small States will get their
buildings in any event. There is nothing in the act that pro-
hibits them from constructing buildings in those Btates or that
says anything about the size of the building.

Mr, SNELL. That is all right; but when you go to the Treas-
ury Department and talk about having a building, they tell you
that it does not come within the regulations that they have laid
down, and if we start making exceptions, why can they not
make exceptions for all the rest of us?

Mr, ELLIOTT. But I understand that the Treasury Depart-
ment has recommended that this be adopted.

Mr. SNELL. Will they make the same recommendation to
individual Members who go down there and have special rea-
sons for special buildings in a place that does not comply with
their regulations?

Mr. ELLIOTT. When you get right down to brass tacks here
is what the trouble is: In those States they have no towns large
enough to come in under the regulations of the Treasury
Department, but those States all have two votes in the United
States Senate, that have to be recognized as being a rather
important influence.

Mr. SNELL. And that is what it is for?

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is the meat in the coconut.

AMr. GARNER. In other words, there are 12 United States
Senators who are going to see to it that as to their States an
exception to this rule is made.

Mr. SNELL. I wanted to have that brought out.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. That will not cost the Government a large
expenditure, not more than three or four hundred thousand
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dollars, but how much is it going to cost the Secretary of the
Treasury to do this job you have in the other amendment?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Which job?

Mr. GARNER. Purchasing all of this property?
© Mr. ELLIOTT. About $15,000,000.

Mr. GARNER. In other words, the other amendment pro-
vides for the purchase of property in the Distriet of Columbia
to the extent of an additional $15,000,000?

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is not in the amendment. That is in
the bill itself.

Mr. GARNER. Then, what is this amendment for?

Mr. ELLIOTT. The amendment the gentleman is talking
about is to exclude certain property from the operation of the
bill. For instance, the building owned by the labor paper is
excluded, so that the Government is not going to take it over,
and there are some lots down there under the Pennsylvania
Railroad yards and a warehouse. That is what that means. It
exempts those pieces of property from the operation of the bill

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr, ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Was the gentleman present
a few days ago when our distinguished Speaker called attention
to what we might term * irregularities” that go with the con-
demnation of property here in the District of Columbia?

Mr. ELLIOTT, Yes,

Mr. MoCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Does not this bill provide for
the condemnation of a number of pieces of land in the District
of Columbia?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Under this same procedure
that is now the law.

Mr, ELLIOTT. But these amendments have nothing to do
with that. This provides for the condemnation of certain real
estate.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In the District of Columbia?

Mr. ELLIOTT. In the District of Columbia.

Mr. MeCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Does not the gentleman think
it would be wise, in view of the fact that some ten or fifteen
million dollars has to be expended for the purchase of real
estate, to follow some suggestion with reference to putting into
effect new rules and regunlations in the way of law, controlling
condemnation proceedings, something similar to the suggestion
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, UNpERHILL]
and others when this matter was discussed a few days ago?

Mr. BLLIOTT. I think there is room for improvement, if
anybody can hatch up a scheme that will improve it.

Mr, MoCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Does not the gentleman think
that if the bill went to conference the conferees might provide
some kind of a regulation that would bring about a solution of
this problem?

Mr. ELLIOTT. No. Under the rules of the conference, we
could not reach that proposition under the amendments placed in
this DilL

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. PATTERSON. Does this bill affect in any way the prob-
lem that presents a difficult situation as between myself and the
gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. ELLIOTT. No; it has nothing to do with that.

Mr. RAGON. Going back to the question asked by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Sxern], has your committee affirma-
tively passed upon that anrendment which was incorporated
there on the floor of the Senate?

Mr. ELLIOTT. No; we did not on that. But there seems to
be no opposition to it.

Mr, RAGON. I wonder whether there was any in the Senate
committee?

Mr, ELLIOTT. The Senate committee allowed it to go in on
the floor of the Senate.

Mr. RAGON. I know the gentleman's committee has so
guarded this bill that it does not have a smell of * pork” about
it. It seems to me this is the first encroachment by anybody in
either branch of Congress——

Mr. BLLIOTT. That same amendment was put on on the
floor of the Senate.

Mr. RAGON. It nray have been put on there on the theory
that certain States could not be taken care of otherwise. We
did take care of them otherwise, but they come back here and
incorporate it again. I am one of the few Democrats who stood
with you on that project, and I am in hopes that the department
will execute this program faithfully, and I have never heard any
complaint. It does seem that we here in the House, men of both

parties, with strong support of this bill, should say to those
gentlemen who are making these amrendments to this bill for
pork-barrel purposes, “ You can not do that.,”

If it is so, 1
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think it would not hurt to go over this matter and let them
know that'there will be strenuous opposition in the House, such
as those tactics deserve. ,

Mr. ELLIOTT. I think under the terms of this bill those
gentlemen will get relief anyhow. This ought to have passed
months ago. The delay has held up employment in many parts
of the country.

Mr. RAGON. I do think that the gentleman is making some-
thing of a surrender when he does not make some kind of a
move to let gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol under-
stand what is due to this House,

Mr, PALMER. Does this bill apply to States having towns
with receipts of $10,0007

Mr. ELLIOTT. It would only force buildings into States
where they have towns with receipts from $10,000 to $20,000.

Mr. PALMER. From $10,000 to $20,000?

Mr, ELLIOTT. Yes,

Mr, PALMER. I think the building program has been
changed so that even cities of $10,000 receipts will get buildings.
‘Why should there be such discrimination?

Mr, ELLIOTT. I will say to the gentleman that there is no
discrimination under the terms of this bill. They can erect
under this bill any buildings that may be necessary, regardless
of the receipts, except that the former act provided that in order
to be eligible for a building the town must have $10,000 receipts.
That is the law on the statute books.

Mr, PALMER. The States that have towns with receipts of
$10,000 are integral parts of the country.

Mr, ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker—
which, of course, I do not intend to do—referring to the amend-
ment with respect to the extension of the Treasury Annex, does
that amendment contemplate the extension of that annex
through to H Street?

Mr. ELLIOTT. It does.

Mr. CRAMTON. Personally, I will not object, but I regret
that there seems to be an intention to remove that historic
building, the Cosmos Club, sometimes known as Dolly Madison
House. The purpose could be accomplished just as well on
many other sites, which would not involve the destruction of an
interesting historic structure, and we have not many such
structures. ;

Mr. MARTIN. Can the gentleman give us a list of the six
States where these buildings would be assigned?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I think I can. They are New Mexico, Dela-
ware, South Carolina, Utah, Nevada, and Wyoming, B

Mr, MOUSER. I understand that so far the adopted pro-
gram is being followed and the engineers have been working
on these projects. Will these amendments take away enough
money to interfere with the present plans drawn and con-
templated ?

Mr. ELLIOTT. They will not.

Mr. DUNBAR. Apropos of what the gentleman said a while
ago, that there should be buildings erected on localities where
the postal receipts are $10,000, it seems to me that a great
many Members of this House are being misled as to how this
bill is going to operate throughout the country. The amount
of appropriations for post offices outside of the District of
Columbia is how much?
dmh;{r. ELLIOTT. Three hundred and sixty-three million

ars,

Mr. DUNBAR. I understood the amount for post offices is
limited to §50,000,000. Is that wrong?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes; it is wrong. I do not know where the
gentleman got that.

Mr. DUNBAR. Your bill contemplates the erection of how
many post-office buildings in towns of $10,000 receipts or more?

Mr. ELLIOTT. It would not be very many. I do not know
how many and nobody else does. But, on the other hand, it
might run op into the hundreds or thousands.

Mr. DUNBAR. How many post offices under this bill will be
commenced next year?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I can nof answer that question.
Mr. DUNBAR. I understood you have appropriated $350,-
000,000,

,000.

Mr, ELLIOTT. We have authorized it.

Mr. RANKIN. How much would be authorized outright?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Three hundred and sixtyv-eight million dol-
lars would be the amount authorized outright.

Mr. PALMER. I understand that this applies to six States.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Not the $363,000,000. It is only the amend-
ment that applies to six States.

Mr. DUNBAR. You sald this bill authorized $50,000,000,

Mr. ELLIOTT. No; $50,000,000 each year until the program
is worked out; $35,000,000 out in the country and $15,000,000 in
the District.
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Mr. DUNBAR. Fifty million dollars is authorized for appro-
priations for the building of post offices this year outside of the
Distriet of Columbia?

Mr. ELLIOTT. No. Thirty-five million dollars is authorized
for building outside of the District of Columbia, and $15,000,000
in the District of Columbia; a total of $50,000,000 annually.

Mr. DUNBAR. Now, there has been only $35,000,000 author-
ized for building post offices outside of the District of Columbia
this year. Is that correct?

Mr, ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. DUNBAR. How many post offices can the Members of
this House expect to have built within their distriets by an ex-
penditure of $35,000,0007

Mr. ELLIOTT. The gentleman is as capable of guessing at
that as I am, because I have no means of knowing what they
are going to build this year. They will report that in a few
days, and the gentleman will know.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yleld.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa. This amendment was placed on
the bill by the Senate. As I understand, two post offices are
pl:iwed in these six different States, regardless of the postal re-
ceipts? 1

Mr. ELLIOTT. The postal receipts must be above £10,000.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa. Then that will take away from
the people in our district, where it is contemplated to build post
offices somethings like $40,000 or £50,000. That will take that
much away from the buildings in some of those places, will it
not?

Mr. ELLIOTT. No. It does not take away anything. It
puts them in the program along with the rest of them.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa. It puts them in along with the
rest of them, but this money coming out of the program makes
that mueh less money for the purpose of building in the cities
where there are receipts of $40,000, is not that right?

Mr, ELLIOTT. Well, it would not always be done at once.

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield.

Mr. HASTINGS. Does this Senate amendment provide for
an additional two buildings in each State, so that we may
understand now that there will be four buildings in each State,
two by previous legislation and two by this legislation?

Mr. ELLIOTT. It would not have any effect on the gentle-
man's State, I might say, because they will get more than that
anyway.

Mr. HASTINGS. I am thankful for that assurance, but I was
rather afraid that this amendment was an additional limitation,
reducing the requirements as to the first two buildings,

Mr. ELLIOTT. No; it is not.

Mr. HASTINGS. But we understand from the chairman of
the committee that there will be at least four buildings in each
State?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. McFADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. 1 yield.

Mr. McFADDEN. Does this affect Pennsylvania in any par-
ticular?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Not that I know of.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield.

Mr. GREENWOOD. Has the gentleman’s committee ever
considered the advisability of building buildings in all cities in
the United States that have incomes of $10,000 or more?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Not more than what has been reported here
and what the House has passed.

Mr. GREENWOOD. It does not go down as low as that, as I
understand it?

Mr. ELLIOTT. There is nothing in this bill that prohibits
them from building a building if they do not have $20,000 re-
ceipts.

Mr. GREENWOOD. But what I wanted to know was
whether the committee had ever considered reporting a bill so
as to take in all cities?

Mr. ELLIOTT. No. The committee has not.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. As I recall the recommendation of the com-
mittee, to build all the buildings referred to would take about
$600,000,0007

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. And
direction ?

Mr. ELLIOTT. It is.

Mr. GREENWOOD. I supported the program and am
heartily in favor of it; but, if it is good business judgment to

this bill, if T understand it, is in that
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build buildings where the income is $10,000 or more, we should
£o on with the program,

Mr. ELLIOTT. That will have to be settled when the time
comes,

Mr. PATMAN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. 1 yield.

Mr. PATMAN. Where the receipts are as low as $7,600 and
sites have already been purchased by the Government, those
will have a preferential status?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes.

Mr. HASTINGS. Is there any provision that would author-
lzeithg Secretary of the Treasury to employ local architects to
assist

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. That is in the bill itself.
involved in this amendment.

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I will yield.

Mr. PATMAN. Is it not troe that the Treasury Depart-
ment and the Post Office Department would not be allowed to
locate these two buildings without the Senate amendment?
mliir.iLEILIOTr. No; there is nothing in the bill to pro-

t

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas., Reserving the right to object, the
:nriginal? bill was prepared to be an anti-pork-barrel bill, was
t not

Mr. ELLIOTT. It was prepared to be a bill that would take
care of this building program.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Now, the amendment proposed
iﬁago? make it a pork-barrel bill as to six States; is that the

Mr. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. I will allow the gentleman from Nevada
[Mr. Arentz] to reply to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr,
SerouL].

Mr. ARENTZ. There are two sides to every question—

The regular order was demanded.

Mr. ARENTZ. I reserve the right to object.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded,

Mr. ARENTZ. I object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ELLIOTT. I hope the gentleman will not object. There
is a great deal involved in this.

Mr. ARENTZ. I withdraw the objection,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

So the Senate amendments were concurred in.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURERENCY

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged reso-
lution from the Committee on Accounts.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers a
resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 178

Resolved, That the expenses of the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency In carrying out the provisions of H. Res. 141 shall be pald out
of the contingent fund of the House om vouchers authorized by the
committee, signed by the chairman thereof, and approved by the
Committee on Accounts, but shall not exceed $3,500.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. UNDERHILL., I yield.

Mr. SNELL. I wounld like to ask the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts what information came to him showing that the com-
mittee expected to use about $3,500. When the resolution was
originally proposed it was understood by me and by the Rules
Committee that there would be practically no expense, but there
might be a little. As the committee is not to travel outside of
the District of Columbia, how does the committee expect to
expend the $3,6007

Mr. UNDERHILL. I wish the gentleman from New York
and the Rules Committee had notified me to that effect, because
at the time the resolution was introduced I was told they would
require at least $5,000. At that time I told the chairman of the
committee that I did not think that amount was necessary, but
if he would submit to me some data as to what he proposed to
do, how much work he had, and how much he would require
for clerical hire, and other things, I would consider it. I did
so, and thought the committee could get along on $3,500. There-
fore I have submitted that as the maximum amount the com-
mittee may expend in this investigation.

Mr. SNELL. What does the committee intend to do with
this sum?

Mr. UNDERHILL. The House had all of that information
when the resolution came before the House. I have been trying

It is not
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for the past five years to get across to the Members of the
House that when they pass these resolutions for investigations
it will require money. That it was not up to the Committee on
Accounts, after the House had practically unanimously passed
the resolution for investigation, to question the wisdom of the
Members in passing the resolution in the first place, but that
the time to kill it was when the resolution was before the
House.

Mr. SNELL. I think it proper to ask the chairman of the
committee something about the statement that was presented to
the committee showing the need for this money, and that is the
only thing I am asking at the present time—where this money
is going to be spent.

Mr. UNDERHILL. It is going to be spent for stenographers,
for clerks, for travel, and for other items which the chairman
of the committee probably has at his tongue's end, and he can
give that information to the gentleman.

Mr. SNELL. I think it would be a good idea to get that in-
formation from the chairman of the committee.

Mr. McFADDEN. I will say in answer to the request of the
gentleman from New York that this hearing is proceeding.
There is a lot of work attached to the conduct of these hearings,
and I will say to the gentleman frankly that the present force
of the Committee on Banking and Currency is working every
night until very late in order to keep up with the necessary
work inecident to an intellizent handling of this study. Under
the authority contained in House Resolution 141 we are charged
with the duty of issuing subpeenas if we want to get certain
persons and papers before the committee; and, of course, inci-
dent to this are some traveling expenses. There is a vast
amount of material that it is necessary to accumulate and
tabulate. There is a necessity for clerieal help, and in some
cases the necessary traveling expenses of witnesses must be
paid. It is not the desire of the Committee on Banking and
Currency to use any undue amount of this fund. It may not
take all of it, but it may take a great part of it.

This sum is simply for the necessary and legitimate expenses
for the carrying on of this investigation, which is important,
and the chairman of the committee and the members of the
committee are desirous that the detailed work incident to the
carrying on of this query shall be done properly, and where it is
necessary that additional help be had we be authorized to pay
for that work.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry?

Mr. McFADDEN. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. Did the gentleman submit this matter to his
committee, and are the minority members of the committee in
accord with him in reference to the necessity of this fund?

Mr. McFADDEN. It is my understanding they are all agree-
able to it.

Mr. STEAGALL. I can answer that question. Everybody
on the committee desires it.

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from Pennsylvania told me at
the time there would not be much expense attached to this in-
vestigation.

Mr. McFADDEN. And I say that now. I do not think there
will be, but I think this authorization should be made,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

AMANDA A. RICHMOND

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged
resolution from the Committee on Accounts,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts pre-
sents a resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 187

Resolved, That there shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of the
House, to Amanda A. Richmond, widow of James E. Richmond, late em-
ployee of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months of
his compensation as such employee and an additional amount, not ex-
ceeding $250, to defray the expenses of the funeral of sald James E.
Richmond,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution.
The resolution was agreed to.

MINORITY VIEWS

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
minority may have five days within which to file minority
views to accompany the bill H. . 5646.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
congent that the minority may have five days within which to
file minority views on the bill mentioned. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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NEW HOME FOR HIGHEST COURT

Mr. MAGRADY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting an article pre-
pared by the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Erviorr].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by
printing an article written by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Erviorr] for the National Republic of April, 1930. Is there
objection ?

There was no objection.

Mr, MAGRADY. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recomrp, I include the following article written
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ectiorr] and published in
the National Republie of April, 1930 :

NEW HOME FOR HIGHEST COURT—NATION’S SUPREME COURT WILL HAVE
BUILDING IN EEEPING WITH ITS DIGNITY—STRUCTURE REALIZES A DREAM
OF FORMER CHIEF JUSTICH TAFT

(By RicHARD N. ELnIOTT, Member of Congress from Indiana: chairman
Committee on Public Bulldings and Grounds, House of Representa-
tives; member of the United States Supreme Court Building Com-
mission)

The Constitution of the United States of America, adopted in 1787,
divided the powers of the Federal Government into three parts—the leg-
islative, executive, and judielal. Article III, section 1 of the Constitution
says :

“The judicial power of the United Btates shall be vested in one
Supreme Court and such inferior courts as the Congress from time to
time may ordein and establish.”

One of our great historians said: “The establishment of the Supreme
Court of the United States was the crowning marvel of the wonders
wrought by the statesmanship of America. In troth the creation of the
Supreme Court with its appellate powers was the greatest conception
of the Constitution. It embodied the loftiest ideas of moral and legal
power, and although its prototype existed in the supreme courts estab-
lished in the varlous States, yet the majestic proportions to which
the structure was carried became sublime. No product of government,
either here or elsewhere, has ever approached it in grandeur. Within
its appropriate sphere it iz absolute in authority. From its mandates
there is mo appeal.. Its decree is law. In dignity and moral influ-
ence it outranks all other judiclal tribunals of the world. No court
of either ancient or modern times was ever invested with such high pre-
rogatives, Its jurlsdiction extends over soverelgn States as well as
over the humblest individual. Tt is armed with the right as well as
the power to annul in effect the statutes of a State whenever they
are directed against the civil rights, the contracts, the currency, or
the intercourse of the people. It restricts congressional action to con-
stitutional bounds. Secure in the tenure of its judges from the infiu-
ences of polities, and the violence of prejudice and passion, it presents
an example of judicial independence unattainable in any of the States,
and far beyond that of the highest court in England. Yet its powers
are limited and strictly defined. Its decrees are not arbitrary, tyran-
nical, or capricious, but are governed by the most scrupulous regard
for the sanctity of law. It can not encroach upon the reserved rights
of the States or- abridge the sacred privileges of loeal self-government.
Its power is never exercised for the purpose of giving effect to the will
of the judge, but always for the purpose of giving effect to the will
of the legislature or, in other words, to the will of the law. Its ad-
ministration is a practical expression of the workings of our system of
liberty according to law. Its judges are the sworn ministers of the
Constitution, and are the high priests of justice. Acknowledging no
superior, and responsible to their alone, they owe alleginnce
to the Constitution and to their own exalted sense of duty. Instructed
and upheld by a highly educated bar, their judgments are the ripest
fruits of judicial wisdom. Amenable to public opinion, they can be
reached in case of necessity, by impeachment by the Senate of the
United States. No institution of purely human contrivance presents
80 many features calculated to inspire both veneration and awe,

“The peculiar nature of the jurlsdiction of the court requires the
judges to be statesmen as well as jurists, and in most instances, tested
by the results, wisely and well have they acted. Their decigions are not
confined to mere guestions of commercial law or narrow municipal regu-
lations, but may involve the discussion and settlement of principles
which affect the policy and welfare of the Nation. The court can not
congider abstract problems, however important, nor ean it frame a
fictitions issue for argument to satisfy a speculative interest in the re-
sult. It can not anticipate by an hour the solution of a practical diffi-
culty. It deals with the present and the past; it can not put the remedy
in foree before the right accrues; but given a question, fairly presented
by the pleadings in a cause, then, however humble the parties to the suit
or however trifling the amount involved, the decision may sweep beyond
the petty bounds of local enstoms or sectional statutes into the broad
domain of international law or rise into the loftiest regions of constitu-
tional jurisprudence. The court has always upheld the national char-
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acter of our Government and vindicated the national honor. At the
same time it has carefully guarded the reserved rights of the States.
The most comprehensive and statesmanlike views have happily pre-
vailed.”

The first session of the court was held on the first Monday in February,
being the first day of the month, 1790, in the Royal Exchange Building
at the foot of Broad Street in New York City. Chief Justice Jay and
Justices Cushing and Wilson appeared, and John McKesson acted as
clerk. 3

The next term, in February, 1791, was held in the new city bhall east
of Independence Hall in the city of Philadelphia. The FPhiladelphia
Gazette for February 4, 1791, stated: “ The Supreme Court will meet in
the new courthouse in this ecity.”

The scat of government was moved to the District of Columbia in
1800 and no provisions were made to hold the court in the city of Wash-
ington until two weeks before the time that it was to meet. Responding
to the 1 t of the commissioners of the city of Washington, the
Senate passed a resolution to accommodate the court in the room in the
Capitol occupied by the clerk of the Senate. The room is now occupied
by the marshal of the court. T

The first meeting of the court was held on February 4, 1801, John
Marshall sat as Chief Justice for the first time. The appearance of
Marshall upon the bench was an epoch in the history of the Constitution.
The hours of provincialism were numbered, the glory and strength of the
Nation were to come; and the decisions of the great Chief Justice, in
which he explained, defended, and enforced the Constitution, were to
shed upon the ascending pathway of the Republic the combined luster
of learning, intelligence, and integrity.

The court continued to meet in this small room until about 1808 and
from that time until 1814 in some other room in the Segnte wing of
the Capitol. After the burning of the Capitol in 1814 the court occupied
until 1817 the home of Elias Boudinot Caldwell, clerk of the court, at
206 Pennsylvania Avenue SE., in the city of Washington, a building
that Is still used as a residence. The court then moved baek Into its
old quarters in the Capitol, which had been rebuilt, and remained there
until 1860 when it moved into the old Senate Chamber, which had been
vacated by the United States Senate, and this chamber has been the
home of the court since that time, with the exception of two short
periods when It occupied other space in the building while repairs were
being made to the court room. The United States Supreme Court dur-
ing all of its history has never had a home of its own but has occupied
for more than 130 years quarters that really belonged to and were much
needed by the United States Senate.

These quarters were for many years entirely adeguate and eatisfactory
to the court and the place had the added attraction of being the historic
chamber which had resounded in early days with the eloquence of
Webster, Clay, Calhoun, and other great statesmen of that period In
their controversies which occurred in that historie place. The court
room itself has been and is now adequate for all hearings before the
court, but the years of progress have brought a great flood of work for
the court to handle and the clerk’s quarters are cramped; the library
room I8 entirely inadejuate; the Justices have to have their offices in
their own residences, and the records of the court for more than 130
years of its active life are stored in rented buildings outside the Capitol.
During all of these years the Chief Justice and the Associate Justices
have gone along, putting up with all kinds of inconveniences and never
complaining. Finally Chief Justice Taft could bear it no longer and he
began to lay the plans for a home for the Supreme Court that would
be ample and suitable for the greatest court of all ecourts. It has been
gaid that at first several of the justices were loath to leave the Capitol,
that they would rather put up with great inconvenience than give up
the historie surroundings of the present court room. But when Chief
Justice Taft started in to do something he was not a quitter and he
finally won out with the court.

His next battle was with Congress. This, however, was more easily
won as the Congress had realized for many years that it was high time
that the judicial division of our Government should have a home of its
own in keeping with the dignity and importance of this great court.
The Elliott Public Building Act of May 25, 1928, authorized the pur-
chase of a site, and the block of ground bounded on the west by First
Btreet, on the north by Maryland Avenue, on the east by Becond Btreet,
and on the south by BEast Capitol Street, immediately north of the
Congressional Library, was purchased at a eost of $1,760,000.

The public bullding act No. 644, Seventieth Congress, which was ap-
proved December 21, 1928, created a commission to be known as the
United States SBupreme Court Building Commission, to be composed of
the Chief Justice of the United States, an Associate Justice of the
United States to be designated by the Supreme Court of the United
States, the chairman and the ranking minority member of the Commit-
tee on Publie Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, the chairman and
the ranking minority member of the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds of the House of Representatives, and the Architeet of the
Capitol. The commission under the foregoing legislation is composed as
follows: Hon. Charles Evans Hughes, Chief Juostice of the United
States; Hon. Willis Van Devanter, Associate Justice of the Supreme
Court; Hon. HENEY W. Keves, chairman of the SBenate Committee on
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Public Buildings and Grounds; Hon. James A. Reed, former ranking
minority member of the Senate Committee on Public Bufldings and
Grounds ; Hon. RicHARD N. ErLiorT, chairman of the House Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds:; Hon. FriTz G. LANHAM, ranking
minority member of the House Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, and Hon. David Lynn, Architect of the Capitol.

The commission employed Mr. Cass Gilbert, a noted architect of the
city of New York, to prepare preliminary plans, elevations, and models
of the new Supreme Court building, which he did, and after considera-
tion and examination the commission approved of the plans which com-
part favorably in architectural design and in the material selected for
the execution of such design with the buildings now forming the Capitol
group, and appropriate for the home of the Bupreme Court of the
United States, The plan takes into consideration the position whieh
the court oceuples in the general plan of government, and also considers
the necessity for suitable accommodations for the work of the court and
the necessary space required for the accommodation of attorneys prae-
ticing before this tribunal and for the employees and officials connected
with the court in the performance of its various duties. Buitable pro-
vision has been made for the future growth of the business of the court,
4 matter deserving careful consideration.

It is believed that this new building will furnish the best possible
accommodations for the future sessions of the court, for its conferences
from time to time, and for the accommodation of the attorneys appear-
ing before the court in the prosecution of business brought to the court
for its consideration.

It has been the purpose to prepare a building of simple dignity and
without undue elaboration, looking rather to the choice of the proper
material, to the proper disposition of space, to the general comfort of
the occupants as well as to a harmonious addition to the Capitol group
of buildings now existing. The sum of $9,740,000 has been authorized
by Congress for the conmstruction of this building. It will face west
toward the Capitol, and the main entrance will be in the westerly
front. General dimensions of the building are 885 feet east and
west by 304 feet north and south. A terrace surrounds the building and
forms a setting for it. The exterlor design is of the classie type and of
carefully studied proportions and simple masses. The Corinthian style
has been adopted as the basis of the exterior design, as it is in harmony
with the Capitol and is well suited to the character of this building.

The scale of the building is such as to give it dignity and importance
suitable for its use as the permanent home of the Supreme Court of the
United States. The central section of the building (in which is located
the Supreme Court room and the main corridor leading to it) rises to a
considerable height above those parts to which are assigned the offices
and lesser functions of the structure, thus symbolizing the relative im-
portance of its several parts. The central portion of the structure is
four stories high above the terrace on the east front; three stories on
the west front; and the east stories are lower in height so that the roof
line is continuous,

The plan naturally divides into four parts, namely, the court room,
the Justices' rooms, the offices, and the library. In addition to these
are certain conference rooms, rooms for lawyers, and rooms for general
uses.

The main floor of the building is one story above the terrace. The
easterly section of the building on the maln floor is assigned to the
Supreme Court room, the conference room, the robing room, the
chambers of the Chief Justice and of the Associate Justices, The west-
erly section of the main floor is assigned to the rooms for the Attorney
General, the Solicitor General, the clerk of the Bupreme Court, the
marshal, and for the use of lawyers doing business with the court, and
for the press and telegraph.

The Supreme Court rovm is placed on the main axis of the plan.
It is designed to be a room of impressive proportions and monumental
style. It will be about 64 feet square, measured from wall to wall, and
about 380 feet high from floor to ceiling, The floor area will be about
60 per cent larger than the present Supreme Court room. It will be
lighted by windows on both sides opening between the colonnades to
the courtyards, as well as by artificial light. This natural lighting is
80 placed that it will give a cross lighting not facing either the Justices
or the lawyers in the court. 2

The rooms for the Justices, the court officiala, and the lawyers are
grouped around four courtyards, each courtyard being about 64 feet
square, They are approached by a well-lighted corridor system, which
connects all departments by direct straight lines of passage, and the
several stories are accessible by conveniently located elevators and
stairways. The plan is so arranged that any Justice may pass from his
own chambers to those of the other Justices for conference, or to the
court room, the conference room, or to the library without passing
through the public corridors, or may enter or leave the building in the
same manner, while he is accessible from the public corridors by a
direct well-lighted corridor system, at such times as may be convenient.
There are two ample conference rooms with several smaller unassigned
rooms located near the center of the building and approached by both
the main eorridors and the minor corridors.

The second floor contalns a law library stack room accommodating
108,000 volumes, 2 special open-shelf rooms for special volumes or
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manuscripta of approximately 15,000 volumes, the lbrarian’s rooms, a
special storage room for documents in use by the librarian, the Bupreme
Court reporters’ rooms, and 16 rooms for use of members of the bar or
for special reading or conference rooms as may later be assigned. As
the Bupreme Court room and the two main conference rooms extend
from the main floor through this story, in order to secure ample height
and fine interior proportieons, a certain amount of space in this story is
required for this purpose. <

The third floor consists only of the upper part of the central section
of the building amd law wings extending mnorth and south therefrom.
In this story is placed a large reading room with open shelves and
stack rooms for speclal law libraries accommodating approximately
222 000 wolumes. The assistant librarian’s working space and cata-
loguing room are provided on this floor.

The ground floor is placed at the general level of the terrace. It
contains the filing room and stack room for the clerk of the Bupreme
Court ; large storage rooms for records and archives; dining room and
kitchen for the Justices; a dining room for the attorneys, the official
staff, and the public; rooms for messengers and pages; rest rooms for
women and women employees ; room for the superintendent of the build-
ing and the electrical staff ; telephone room ; toilet rooms, ete. There are
entrances from the terrace to this floor on each front of the building.

The basement is entered by inclined driveways located below the
north and south terraces and leading from the easterly side of the
property. The justices or other officinls of the court may enter or
leave by this means, and reach their offices by the elevators or stairs,
and ample space Is available in the basement for storage of motor cars,
bleyveles, or other means of conveyance. Room is provided for mechani-
cal equipment, fan blowers for the ventilation system, fresh-air distribut-
ing ducts, repair shops, rebinding of books, and other utilities, such as
are always found needed in buildings of this class.

The building will be strictly fireproof and of the best type of modern
construction and eguipment, to the end that it shall be efficient in every
department. It i8 not intended to finish the interior of the building
with elaborate and expensive marble work and excesslve decoration, but
to rely rather upon fine proportions with a sparing use of appropriate
decoration for the monumental effect which is desired.

It was with the deepest regret that the people of the Nation recelved
the news of the resignation on account of ill health of Chief Justice
Willlam Howard Taft, bringing to a close the active part of a great
and useful life. It has fallen to the lot of mo other citizen to preside
over the destinies of the people in the ecapacities of President of the
United States and Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. He filled both
of these exalted positions ably and with a high and conscientious regard
for the rights of all of the people; and while he has to his credit a
vast number of things of which in his declining days be may well be
proud, the erection of the Temple of Justice for the Supreme Court is
a monument to him and to his long public rervice,

His successor, Hon. Charles Evans Hughes, takes his place as Chief
Justice with the best wishes of the peoplé of the Nation, He has been
an honest, able, and fearless official and jurist and possesses all of the
qualifications necessary to enable him to handle the arduous and com-
plicated dutles of this great position.

One of his dutles as Chief Justice will be to take up the work as
chairman of the United States Supreme Court Building Commission
which has been commissioned by Congress to build the new courthouse,
and no doubt he will see that no time is lost in carrying out this great
work. We may expect to see the building completed and occupied at an
early day. While it stands may our Constitution stand in unimpaired
vigor.

BELIEF OF FARMERS IN CERTAIN BTATES

Mr, LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the chairman of
the Committee on Agriculture I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10818) to extend the
provisions of Public Resolution No. 47, Seventy-first Congress,
entitled * Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the storm,
flood, and/or drought stricken areas of Alabama, Fiorida,
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Indiana, Illinois, Minnesota, North Dakota, Montana, New
Mexico, and Missouri,” which is an emergency matter,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the provisions of Public Resolution No. 47,
Beventy-first Congress, approved March 3, 1930, and entitled * Joint
regolution for the relief of farmers in the storm, flood, and/or drought
gtricken areas of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Virginia, Oalo, Oklahoma, Indiana, Illinols, Minnesota, North
Dakota, Montana, New Mexico, and Missonri,” are hereby amended so
as to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to make advances or loans
to farmers and/or to procure for farmers fuel and oil for tractors for
crop production,
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Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment to clar-
ify the language that has been suggested by the Secretary of
Agriculture, which I intend to offer.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I assumed this was just to add Montana to the procession of
States, but now it seems to be the desire to widen the language.
‘Will the gentleman state what the effect of it will be.

Mr, LEAVITT. This is to take care. of the situation that
arises from the fact that the bill, which has already passed, and
for which appropriation has already been made, provides for
feed for horses, in addition to seed and other things that are in
the measure, but does not provide fuel for tractors in the case of
farmers who perhaps live on adjoining farms and do not have
horses to run their plows but have tractors. All this bill does
is to allow the use of the money for the purchase of tractor fuel
under such cirecumstances, A

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to object, bu
I think the Congress is going a long way in this relief matter.
We started in by making appropriations with which they might
buy seed. Now, we have this big pork-barrel bill here which
has been widened to include 15 States, and we are proposing
now to extend it so they can buy fuel for their tractors. 1 do
not know whether the Departinent of Agriculture can check up
on that and know whether they are using the fuel in their trac-
tors or in their sedans in driving around on Sundays.

Mr. LEAVITT. There are very severe penalties for its
misuse.

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not think we ought to put that respon-
gibility on the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. LEAVITT. The department has stated in its report that
this is, in effect, an emergency matter and immediate aection
should be secured.

Mr. CRAMTON. I understand that perfectly, and I have
seen some other emergency measures come from the Department
of Agriculture which later they were very glad to withdraw. If
the Committee on Agriculture has approved of this measure au-
thorizing Government money to be lent to farmers to buy gaso-
line, I am not going to put my feeble judgment up against theirs,
but I do question their wisdom.

Mr. ADKINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEAVITT. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. ADKINS. This was considered by the Committee on
Agriculture, very thoroughly discussed, the letter from the de-
partment was read, and it was thought that in localities such as
the gentleman speaks of, where the motive power is a Ford
tractor instead of a 4mule team, the farmer was in a similar
financial condition to the man who used a team. One farmer
could not operate his team unless he had feed to feed it and the
other could not operate his Ford unless he had gasoline to run
it. This does not mean any more money out of the Treasury,
but means that in such localities money can be spent in this way.
Under a reading of the bill it was a question whether the depart-
ment could pay for gas and oil or not, and there was not a single
dissenting vote in the committee to this resolution.

Mr, SPROUL of Kansas, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEAVITT. I yield.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. I would like to ask the question
whether the sentiment for this amendment originated with the
owners of the tractors who were jealous of the Government’s
attitude toward the farmers who——

Mr, RAGON. Mr. Speaker, I object.

WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I
may address the House for two minutes in order to propound
an ingquiry to the gentleman from New York [Mr. S§eLy].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minntes, Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. I want to ask the gentleman from New York
[Mr. SxeLr] what the chances are for a rule for World War
veterans’ legislation, which has been reported from the Veter-
ans' Committee.

Mr. SNELL. I am very pleased to say to the gentleman from
Mississippi that there is no question in my mind but what World
War veterans' legislation will be considered within a very short
time. I so stated to the chairman of the gentleman’s committee
and to the commander of the American Legion yesterday,

Mr. RANKIN. Of course, “a short tinre” is a rather indefi-
nite expression, and I would like to ask the gentleman from New
York about how much longer we will have to wait before we get
some consideration of this legislation?
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" Mr. SNELL. I have given the gentleman as fair and as con-
sistent an answer as I can give him, or anybody else can give
him, at the present time.

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gentleman from New York
that we are interested in an amendment to the bill that has been
yeported from the Comurittee on World War Veterans' Legisla-
tion by which we hope to include the principles of the Rankin
bill to extend the presumptive period for tubercular patients
and men suffering from other chronie, eonstitutional diseases to
January 1, 1930, and I want to know if when * the short time "
expires, to which the gentleman has referred, a rule will be
reported to the House that will enable us to take the measure
up following the general rules of the House so that we may
offer such amendments as we deem proper and not under a sus-
pension of the rules.

Mr. SNELL. I can say to the gentleman that if the legisla-
tion comes in under a special rule, we have not drawn a special
rule for the consideration of general legislation during the last
gix years that I have been chairman of the Rules Committee
that has not given the House full rights under the provisions
of such a rule to discuss the bill and offer amendments, and I
have no intention of doing differently in this case.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi
has expired.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for one
more minute.

The SPRAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. I am not trying to simply take up the time of
the House or to harass the gentleman from New York——

Mr. SNELL. I am perfectly willing to give the gentleman all
the information I have.

Mr. RANKIN. But what I want to know is whether or not
we are going to have an opportunity to take this bill up right
away under the rules of the House and not under a suspension
of the rules.

Mr. SNELL. If the bill comes in under a special rule from
the Committee on Rules, the gentleman will have all the rights
he wants under the rule.

Mr. RANKIN. Well, will it come——

Mr. SNELL. I am not committing myself absolutely, but I
expect now it will come in under a special rule.

Mr. RANKIN. And the gentleman could not elaborate on his
position?

Mr. SNELL. I am not going any further. I have given the
gentleman all the information I have and he should be satisfied
with that.

Mr. RANKIN. I would like to have a little more definite
statement as to the time we may expect it.

Mr. SNELL. I have told the gentleman all I am going to
tell him at the present time.

Mr. RANKIN. Because these uncompensated men are dying
now at the rate of about 72 a day, according to my best informa-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Swein] to the fact that
geveral thousand of these uncompensated disabled veterans have
died since we began bhearings on the Rankin bill, H. R. 7825,
on January 22. I hope the chairman of the Rules Committee
will let his “ short time” be very short indeed. I trust that he
will not delay many more days before bringing in a rule to
take up this legislation and give us an opportunity to amend it
by inserting the provisions of the Rankin bill above referred to
to extend the presumptive period for fubercular men and those
suffering from other chronic constitutional diseases to January
1, 1930, in order that those who are now denied compensation
may not suffer longer as a result of delay on the part of the
administration’s forces in the House. This delay is now sending
many of them to premature graves, causing many more to
suffer untold hardships, and forcing their wives and children, in
a great many cases, to appeal to charity for bread to sustain
life.

Permit me to repeat that the Democratic members of the com-
mittee are not opposing the Johnson bill. It has a great many
good features, as far as it goes. But it does not go far enough.
It does not extend the presumptive period beyond January 1,
1925, and, in fact, does not extend the presumptive period for
tubercular men a single day beyond the limit provided in the
present law.

But if this measure is brought to the floor of the House
under a rule that will permit amendments, we ean then either
substitufe the Rankin bill or insert its provisions in the
Johnson bill, thereby extending the presumptive period for
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tuberculosis and other chronic constitutional diseases to Jan-
uary 1, 1930. .

That is what we want. That is what the American people
desire, and I appeal to the chairman of the Rules Committee
and other administration leaders in the House to hasten with
all speed to bring in a rule for the eonsideration of this legis-
lation that will give us this power to amend it and aid us to
do justice to our uncompensated disabled veterans of the
:l‘?il:rld War who are now suffering so greatly because of the

elay.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APFROPRIATION BILL

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 10813,
the Distriet of Columbia appropriation bill ;

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I want to
ask the gentleman a guestion. Is it the intention of the gentle-
man to adhere to the agreement to confine debate to the bill?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska moves that
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
District of Columbia appropriation bill

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re-
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, with Mr. LAGuarplia in the chair.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. O'CoNNELL].

Mr. O’CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, ladies and
gentlemen of the Honse, in early days American ships thronged
the ports of the world. Our sailing vessels acknowledged no
peers upon the seas. But with the advent of steam, our ship-
ping fell off and we looked not outward upon the seas but
inland to our vast undeveloped lands. After the World War
American wares came in demand. And to-day our factories
and farms require a foreign outlet.

To-day, after many experiments, the United States is launch-
ing a new movement to upbuild American trade abroad with
ships flying the American flag. We had abandoned the principle
of Government ownership and operation of ships. But we had
decided that if there was ever to be a permanent American
merchant marine worthy of the name, we would have to adopt
the same measures of aid as those tendered by other countries
to their nationals. And in 1928 Congress passed the Jones-White
Merchant Marine Act to build up the American merchant marine
under private American operation.

The Jones-White Act, not alone promises the swift develop-
ment of American shipping. The building of ships means more
work in American shipyards and the steady and remunerative
employment of thousands of idle men.

The initial move under this great national policy to carry
the American flag in swift passenger and freight ships to
foreign ports will shortly be made, The time is opportune to
call the attention of the Congress and the American people to
the important fact.

The first passenger ship built for foreign trade under the
Jones-White Aect, the magnificent turbo-eleetric liner Sania
Clara of the Grace Line, will leave Brooklyn, N. Y., my home
city, on April 19 next for the west coast of South Amerieca,
making her maiden voyage in a good-will tour in the interest
of American friendship and commerce,

This fine ship is called after Santa Clara County, Calif., the
home of President Hoover and Secretary Wilbur,

It is significant that this maiden cruise of this fast and
modern new ship, constructed under an act to build up the
American merchant marine, will be a cruise of friendship and
amity to our neighbors of the south. And it is not too much
to say that this first cruise is one of the first definite steps to
be taken in pursuance of the Government's plan for the definite
and systematic rehabilitation of the American merchant marine
under private American ownership.

On her maiden voyage, on April 19 next, the Santa Clara
will earry the largest delegation of industrial leaders of America
on the most important good-will tour of South America sinece
President Hoover's prepresidential journey. Col. Clarence
Chamberlin, noted trans-Atlantic flyer, will also be a passenger
and will take with him his new Crescent cabin monoplane for
demonstration throughout South America.

Much force has been given the movement to protect and in-
crease the markets of the United States in South Ameriea, and
the importance of this forthcoming industrial tour is heightened
by the fact that Presidents and presidential families, bankers,
business men, and leading South American industrialists will




6150

meet the American group in a series of shore trips all over the
continent. :

The Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce will send its industrial
director, Mr. Walter A. Peterkin. Borough President Harvey,
of Queens, will make the journey. The leading industries of the
same borough will be represented.

The forthcoming maiden journey of the Santa COlarc is purely
'a good-will mission. A social eall upon our neighbors to the
southland. Friendship should follow the flag. First of all
comes friendship. It is idle to attempt to develop trade in
competition with the world without a knowledge of, and sym-
patliy with, your customers,

The time has come when the big American industrialist and
even the smaller business man must leave their swivel chairs
and go out to the ports of the world. They must get close to
American markets abroad and learn the philosophy of the
people with whom they deal. We must bolster up and encourage
and develop our trade relations with South America beyond
mere theory. This good-will mission to sail on the Santa Clara
can do immeasurable good in solving the many problems which
now confront the American business man.

But it was necessary to launch the new movement for the
American merchant marine with modern equipment. The opera-
tors of American ships must meet the competition of Old World
lines that have been established for scores of years. New stand-
ards of speed are being established. It is of significance that
our first new ship under the Jones-White Act, the Santa Clara,
will earry the American flag to South American ports in an un-
excelled speed schedule. Attaining a maximum speed of 22
knots in trial runs off the Delaware Capes, this new turbo-elec-
trie liner, which will clip five days from the New York-Valpa-
raiso run, established herself as the fastest steamship thus far
in Ameriea for foreign trade,

In 14 tests this vessel made an average speed of 19.58 knots,
and in 6 thrilling sprints in the open sea startled technical ob-
servers aboard by logging 22,

The Santa Clara is 504 feet 8 inches long, has a beam of 64
feet, a displacement of 16,000 tons, a gross registered tonnage of
9,000, and a depth of 37 feet 5 inches from upper deck to keel
Her luxuriously furnished staterooms, all of which are outside
rooms, provide accommodations for 170 first-class passengers and
her big cargo holds have a capacity of 6,900 tons, Slightly
faster than the motor ships Santa Maria and Santa Barbara, she
will have a maintained sea speed of 18 knots.

The first passenger ship built under the Jones-White Merchant
Marine Act of 1928, the Santa Clara represents the Government’s
first move for the definite and systematie rehabilitation of the
American merchant marine under private Ameriean ownership
and will earry the American flag to South American ports in
an unexcelled speed schedule. As you know the Government
defrays three-fourths of the cost of ships built under the pro-
visions of the Jones-White Act. The cost of the Santa Clara
was $3,500,000. Of this amount the Government contributed
three-fourths, or $2,625,000. But 82 per cent of the Govern-
ment’s share in the ship is $2,152,500, which was redistributed
throughout the country, helping the unemployment situation,
82 per cent going into wages.

Built in the port of Philadelphia by the New York Shipbuild-
ing Co., its equipment was assembled from 32 States in the
Union. Her entry into South American service is an important
step in the furtherance of Pan American trade, according to
officials of the Grace Line.

In a statement made by Daulton Mann, executive vice presi-
dent of the Grace Line, before the big ship was warped out,
the marine act of 1928 was praised as furthering the develop-
ment of the American merchant marine and the Sante Clara’s
intended service was emphasized as bringing the United States
and South America closer together and as fostering the further
development of mutual understanding and sympathy.

Mr. Mann said in part:

The Grace Liner Santa Clara to-day started on its trial trip from
the yards of the New York Shipbuilding Co. at Camden and will be
the fastest passenger liner in service to the west coast of South
America. With its maiden voyage from New York, April 19, a busi-
ness man or tourist will be able to reach Peru in 9 days, and Val-
paraiso, Chile, in less than 16 days.

It means more than this. It means that the American merchant
marine is on its way to renewed development and prestige through
the assistance rendered American shipping by the merchant marine
act of 1928, and the steamship Santa Clara is the first passenger
liner in foreign trade built under this legislation.

The Santa Clara has been especially designed for the west
coast of South America trade, flies the United States flag, and
was built in one of the finest shipyards in the United States
and powered with American machinery., With the Santa
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Barbara and the Santa Maria she will make a trio of ocean
liners of the latest kind, adding greatly to the prestige of the
American merchant marine. The Santa COlara may be regarded
as a natural- product of the constantly growing trade and
travel between the United States and the west coast of South
America via the Panama Canal.

In size and arrangements, the Santa Clara’s public rooms
are similar to those of the Sanfe Maria and Santa Barbara, the
chief difference being in the interior decoration, coloring, and
furnishings.

The commodious staterooms of the Sante Clare have been
especially designed for the ship’s passage through tropical
latitudes and cool west-coast South American weather and for
the comfort and privacy of her passengers. As already stated,
every room is an outside one, some having connecting sitting
rooms. There are numerous private baths and suites de luxe
itm_tli t-xa.lzm a number of single rooms with shower baths and
ollet.-

The power plant of the Santa Clara consists of six oil-fired
Babeock & Wilcox water-tube boilers, two 4,800-kilowatt Gen-
eral Electric steam turbine generators directly connected to
two 6,300-horsepower synchronous induction motors driving the
two propellers.

Practically all of the auxiliary equipment is electrically oper-
ated, involving approximately 950 horsepower in electric motors.
These auxiliaries include devices for the safety, comfort, and
convenience of passengers and crew, such as steering gear,
capstans, electric cooking equipment, deck cargo-handling gear,
boat-handling equipment and warping winches. Power for
these auxiliaries is supplied by four 350-kilowatt, 240-volt
turbine generators, the turbines being driven by steam from
the same boilers used to supply steam for the main pro-
pulsion turbines.

Provision is made so that the ship can make long cruises
at reduced speed, when only one main propulsion equipment
will be needed to drive the two propulsion motors. At any
tinte in regular service any one generating unit or propul-
sion moter may be shut down for repairs or other purposes,
allowing the ship to proceed under power provided by the
remaining equipment.

A refrigerating plant with motor-driven, brine ecirculating
pumps supplies refrigeration to 9,000 cubic feet of cool air
space and 6,000 cubic feet of frozen cargo space.

The Santa Clare is equipped with the latest deviees for
safety at sea, including the latest Sperry navigation devices,
such as the well-known gyro-pilot bearing repeaters and auto-
matic steering control of the 2-unit type. Ffhe also carries
two highly efficient Sperry searchlights.

The act of 1928 is intended to protect United States commerce
against exorbitant and discriminatory charges, to assure a
market throughout the world for the products of our farms
and factories, and to be prepared for the emergency of war
among other nations. Under this act, the Government has the
right, when it helps finance the construction of the ships, to
use them as naval auxiliary eraft in case of necessity.

It is well known that wherever an American ship goes, Ameri-
can trade expands. The advent of a magnificent ship like the
Santa Clera to the South American trade under the famous
Grace Line can not fail to be a big as it will be a new factor
in commercial relations with the west coast of South America.
In 1914 we had five ships under the American flag between the
United States and South America. Our total South American
imports and exports, then, were $347,000,000. In 1927 there
were 89 ships in this trade and it had expanded to over $1,000,-
000,000 annually. In 1914 there was but a single line of Ameri-
can ships plying between the Pacific coast and the Orient and
our trade was approximately $386,000,000. In 1927, 145 Ameri-
can ships were engaged in the oriental trade, and imports and
exports had risen to $1,800,000,000, in which the expansion of
American shipping facilities were a factor of great importance.

The value of the United States exportable surplus in 1926
was almost $5,000,000,000. Our total bill for ocean freight was
more than three-quarters of a billion dollars. American farm-
ers saw ocean freight rates on wheat rise from approximately
8 cents a bushel in 1914 to 27 cents in 1915 and then soar to
$1.36 per bushel. By 1927 more than one-sixth of the total
of American products were being sold abroad.

The American manufacturers and American farmers gen-
erally had come to view American shipping in a new light.
The Shipping Board has disposed of vast numbers of old and
obsolete ships built during the war. The cost to the Govern-
ment of the operation of its merchant fleet has been reduced
from more than $40,000,000 annually to less than $10,000,000,
Government ships have rapidly been transferred to private
ownership.
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The fast and up-to-date Sante Clara is a result of the new
policy for fast and up-to-date ships to meet the new stqndarda
of speed in ocean transportation and to be fitted with the
most modern equipment throughout.

Few persons realize that it is now possible to make the jour-
ney from Europe to the west coast of South America via the
United States than direct to the west coast from Europe. Mr.
W. A. Young, passenger traffic manager of the Grace Line calls
attention to the saving in time the Santa Clare will bring abont
in travel between Eurcpe and west coast South American ports.

Burope to Peru via New York: From Europe to New York,
b days; from New York to Pern, 9 days; total time from Europe
to Peru, via New York, 14 days.

Burope to Pern by direct route : From Europe to Peru by direct
route, via Panama Canal, 21 days.

Burope to Chile via New York: From Europe to New York,
b days; from New York to Chile, 16 days; total time from Eu-
rope to Chile via New York, 21 days.

Europe to Chile by direct route: From Europe to Chile by
direct route via Panama Canal, 26 to 20 days.

Direct route from Europe to Panama Canal, 17 to 20 days.

Route from Europe to Panama Canal, via New York, 10 days.

And so America is beginning to place her new ships upon the
seas, and is starting off her first ship in the new move with a
good-will tour. We have declared decentralized ownership of
the American merchant marine as a npational policy and are
using our ocean mail bids as a means of furthering the mer-
chant marine by giving in awards of ocean mail contracts to
purchasers of Shipping Board lines. Further legislation is
required.

Hon. Warrace H. WaITE, chairman of the Merchant Marine
Committee of the House of Representatives, said recently in an
article in the New York Herald Tribune:

In the present session of Congress we shall take other needful steps
to foster American shipping. Amendment of the ship construction
loan law is needed to provide the lowest possible rate of Interest while
ships are being built, One of the most important changes of law
needed to insure the upbuilding and malintenance of our merchant
marine under private ownership involves reasonable assurance of the
awarding of necessary mail contracts to companies which take over
routes formerly operated by the Government.

Another urgent need is for legislation to curb unfair competition
with regularly established American lines by foreign lines “skimming
the cream ™ of ocean travel from our ports at certain seasons and
leaving unprofitable business for our own vessels the remainder of
the year,

The establishment and maintenance of an adequate merchant marine
involves a struggle, but from it will flow benefits of importance not
only to our own generation but to generations yet unborn.

In taking over the new ships the private American operators
are confident of suecess. They would not run them expecting to
lose money. And in their construction the Government is doing
important work to reduce the present prevalent unemployment
throughout the country and help the worker.

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED GOOD-WILL TOUR

Mr. H. 8. Wherett, president of the Pittsburgh Plate Glass
Co., says in part:

I think the plan, if it could be carried through on the basis of your
present ideas, would be desirable and beneficial,

Mr. J. W. Doty, president of the Foundation Co., says:

I think the idea a good one. I have heard many industrialists state
that they would like to make the trip to South America and I believe
a canvass of the situation might probably decide for a falrly repre-
sentative group.

Mr. F. Edson White, president of Armour & Co., states:

We belleve, in general, that the United States manufacturers must
be very watchful of the South American market and would heartily
recommend this trip to those who are seeking this market.

Mr. F. J, Solon, director export division of the Owen-Illinois
Glass Co., states:

We think the plan of an executive tonr of this type is a very good
one.

Mr. Leonor F. Loree, president of the Delaware & Hudson
Railroad, and Chamber of Commerce of the State of New
York says in part:

It seems that the object of the proposed tour is an excellent one.

Dr. L. 8. Rowe, Director General of the Pan American Union,
said in part:

1 am certain that this tonr will be productive of much good, not

only in furthering closer commercial relations between the United
States and countries of South America, but also in bringing about
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a closer and better acqualntance between the manufactuorers and
exporters of this country and the merchants of South American
countries,

A prominent New York banker very aptly said:

The American executive must discard his smug complecency and
make a sincere gesture of appreciation to our South American neigh-
bors if he expects to maintain their good will.

The following is a quotation from Isaac F. Marcosson, the
celebrated author, writing on South Ameriea:

It is only when you land south of Pamama that you realize how
much misinformation about South America is lying around loose in
our particular section of North America, * * * Accurate knowledge
of that vast domain is almost as remote with a considerable body of
us #s were our products down there three decades ago, * * *
S0 important is it to Europe that kings and princes have not hesi-
tated to invade it in what is nothing more or less than the guise
of commercial travelers, * * *

v CONCLUSION—THE BENEFIT TO LABOR

Under the Jones-White Act the Government supplies three-
fourths of the cost of these vessels as a loan, which means that
every American citizen has a definite interest in these ships
and should support this great national policy by riding and
shipping on these boats.

As to the number of workers employed it wounld be very hard
to give any round number estimate, but according to the Na-
tional Council of American Shipbuilders, the labor which con-
tributes to the finished ship is composed of almost every known
craft. Taking a $15,000,000 ship as a basis, the national council
assumed that 78 per cent goes to American labor, involving a
total labor cost of about $11,700,000, or 2,340,000 days’ work,
or the employment of 7,800 workmen at $5 per day for one year,
or 2600 workmen for three years, which would be approxi-
mately the time required to build such a vessel.

The remaining 20 per cent after labor in the shipyard and
labor in the fleld, forest, mill, and mine, has been paid, goes
for intrinsic value of the ore in the mines, lumber in the forests,
produets in the flelds, and profits to the mranufacturers of these
raw materials.

Yaking the Sante Clara, first passenger and freight liner un-
der the act as an example, we find that a maximum of 1,000
men and a minimum of 500 were employed over a period of
15 months at an average wage rate of 54 cents an hour, with
a 44-hour week as a basis,

Under the malil-contract provision of the merchant marine
act of 1928, the Postmaster General has awarded as of March
25, 1930, 85 contracts for the carriage of mail to steamship lines
operating between the United States and foreign countries,

As a result 32 new ships are to be built at a total cost of
$179,973,000; in addition, 12 ships are now under construction
at a total cost of $43,178,000, a grand total of 44 ships costing
$923151,000. One other ship already listed as completed is not
included in this estimate since the money for labor has already
been expended.

In addition 27 vessels are to be substituted for those now
in service either by construction of new vessels or by recon-
ditioning of old vessels.

Eighty per cent of the cost of these new ships will be charged
to labor, of which approximately 40 per cent will be spent in
the shipyards, and the additional 40 per cent will be spent on
labor engaged in the mines, mills, forests, and the fields,

This means, that in actual figares, $178,520,800 goes to labor
under this great national shipbuilding policy.

Of the 12 ships now under construction approximately 80
per cent goes to labor, namely, $34,542,400.

Of the 32 to be built $142.816,640 goes to labor. [Applause.]

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself one hour. I
ask unanimous consent to extend and revise my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
genfleman from Nebraska?

There wasg no objection.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, on February 21 and May 25,
1928, I addressed the House at length on the subject of fiscal
relations between the United States and the District of Colum-
bia. The House honored me by having my remarks at that time
printed as House Document No. 330, Seventieth Congress, first
session. My statement at that time appears in the CoNcres-
s10NAL REecorp, and the document is available to Members and
others who desire it.

Again on January 23, 1929—CoNGRESSIONAL REcorRD, page
21221 spoke in detail on the subject of fiscal relations, and dis-
cussed the Bureau of Efficiency report on the same matter—
House Document No. 506, Seventieth Congress, second session.
There has been no material change in the fiscal situation since
those statements were made, and I see no reason for agaln tak-
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lngt the time of the House In a detailed discussion of that
matter,

The regular annual appropriations under which the District of
Columbia government is operating for the fiscal year 1930 total
$41,487,615. The amount recommended by the Budget for the
fiscal year 1931 totals $45,5602,028. The committee recommends
$45,334,317, an increase of $3,846,702 over the 1930 appropria-
tions, and a decrease of $165,711 under the Budget estimates for
the next fiscal year. It is estimated that the total revenues for
the District of Columbia for 1931 available for appropriation
will be $39,748,000. To this should be added an estimated sur-
plus of $7,180,000, making a total of $46,928,000. From that
should be deducted $4,000,000, which must be held in reserve to
enable the District to remain on a cash-paying basis. Therefore
there is a net amount available for appropriation for the fiscal
year 1931 of $42,928000. In this total is included the regular
$9,000,000 contribution of the United States to the District of
Columbia. As is usual, those who complain about this contribu-
tion are comparing the $5,000,000 lump sum to the total of the
bill—$45,334,317—and arriving at a percentage basis on those
totals. To do =o is obviously unfair,

Included in the total definite amount appropriated this year
is $1,045,277, which is taken from the reserve built up during past
years, which amount is exclusive of an additional sum of about
$1,300,000 to cover indefinite items carried in the bill for the
policemen and firemen's pension fund and for acquiring land
under condemnation proceedings for the opening and extension
of streets under the plan for the system of highways in the
District. To that amount the United States has contributed,
along with the Distriet taxpayer, so that it should not now be
considered in any comparison of contributions by the United
States and the District. Also carried in the bill this year are
appropriations of $1,950,100 from the gas tax and $1,690,940
from the water revenues. These items make a total of $5,586,317,
which shonld not be considered in any comparative statement of
fiscal relations. The $9,000,000 contributed by the United States
should be compared with the total of $30,748,000 which consti-
tutes the revenues from real and personal property taxes, taxes
on banks, and so forth, and miscellaneous revenues. On that
basis the contribution of the United States amounts to 23 per
cent of the total. However, under the language of the bill’the
United States releases to the Distriet of Columbia certain mis-
cellaneous revenues which it is estimated will amount to
$1,035,000 during the fiscal year 1931. Considering the amount
contributed and the amount released the Federal contribution is
glightly less than 25 per cent of the total.

There can also quite properly be added to the total contrib-
uted by the United States the cost of salaries of various Army
officers assigned to duty with the Distriet of Columbia totaling
$123,621, the services of various other officials and departments
for which no charge is made, the use of Government buildings
and property for which no rent is charged at a fair rental basis
of $112,000, surplus property transferred to the District without
charge at a value of $279,093.28 during the fiscal year 1929,
This transfer during the last five years has totaled $491,423, all
of which leads inevitably to the conclusion that the United
States is being decidedly fair and generous in its treatment of
the District of Columbia.

The people of Washington speaking through their wvarious
organizations have been demanding the best of everything in
city government and at the same time have insisted that they
should pay only an average, or in many instances, a below-
average tax rate. The two can not exist together. An increase
of taxes must inevitably follow increased appropriations for
betterments and running expenses. It would help greatly if,
when resolutions are submitted to Congress for inereased ex-
penditures, that there should accompany the resolution a state-
ment expressing a willingness to pay increased taxes to meet the
desired obligation. Inereases of salaries, buildings, improve-
ments, all cost money. For every $650,000 added to the cost of
running the District government an increase of the tax rate of 5
cents per hundred is necessary.

The amount carried in this bill and other charges arising
thereunder would, if paid out of current revenues, call for a tax
rate of $1.90. That increase will not be necessary this year, due
to the use of the available surplus. With the enactment of this
bill into law that surpius will be gone. However, if the pro-
posed police and firemen salary increase bill is enacted into law
this session of Congress, a tax rate for the fiscal year 1931 of
at least $1.80 will be necessary, if, as I believe should be done,
the District’s cash fund is fixed at $4,000,000, instead of
£3,000,000, the present amount.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Ar. SIMMONS., I will
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Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Does the gentleman know what com-
ment the District anthorities made on the report of the Speaker
of the House a few days ago as to prices fixed by the court and
Jury on the estimated value of property that the Government
wishes to take for building purposes, showing in some instances
the assessment of the property at less than 50 per cent of the
value fixed by the jury? Has there been any suggestion by the
officers that they will increase the assessment of the property?

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman has touched upon a matter
that has given us all considerable concern, and that situation
is the reason for carrying in the bill the proviso that in the pur-
chase of school lands they ean not pay more than 125 per cent
of the assessed value of the property. I have heard nothing
from the officlals since the Speaker made the statement. I
think the gentleman has noted what I did that the newspapers
of Washington practically killed that story. Obviously they do
not want the people to know that Congress is displeased with
the robbery going on whenever the Government wants to pur-
chase real estate. Some time ago a statement was made fo me
that buying options on land to sell either fo the United States
or the District of Columbia was a recognized business in Wash-
ington and that any attempt by Congress to limit the amount
the Government could pay for land was an interference with
legitimate business and the doing of something which Congress
had no right to do. I think that is the attitude of many
Washington real-estate men,

J Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I think the provision you put in, limit-
ing it to 125 per cent of the assessed value, is work in the right
direction, but I doubt whether it will be entirely effectual.

Mr. SIMMONS. It has been effective in securing the pur-
chase of lands for school and park purposes in most cases at
fair prices. R

Mr. MoLAUGHLIN, Of course, we not ri
real-estate sharks. s e e

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. What is the custom as to the assess-
ment of property—is it at the full value?

Mr. SIMMONS. The property is supposed to be assessed at
the full value. The assessor, in whom I have complete con-
fidence, and who is one of the most valuable men in the gov-
ernment of the District, says that the appraisal for assessment
now is on an average between 90 per cent and the full value,
and in the present slump the assessment will get nearer to 100
per cent than it has for two or three years past.

The District of Columbia must face the facts. If the stand-
ard set in this bill is to be followed next year, it will be neces-
sary for the commissioners to fix a tax rate of $1.90. Actually
the District is at that rate now, but the tax bill will not reflect
that rate until next year. Here, again, the passage of the
police and firemen salary bill will bring the aunnual rate to
about $2 if the standards set in this bill are to be followed.

Those in Washington who are willing to pay a rate of $2 or
higher may ask for continued inereases in expenditures. Those
who do not desire that increase should cease to be a party to
demands for increased and often unwarranted expenditures.

In using a surplus of $3,200,000 to which the United States
has contributed, and including the $9,000.000 from the United
States, the amount of this bill and other charges In 1931 can bhe
carried on a tax rate of $1.70 per hundred. Should the United
States return to the policy of paying 40 per cent of the cost of
the District government, it would be necessary to increase the
Federal contribution from $9,000,000 to over $15,000,000. Based
wholly on the 1931 Budget figures, and assuming 60-40 as the
basis of appropriations, the tax rate for 1931 would be about
$1.40. That figure shows the unfairness of the abuse heaped
upon Congress by certain Distriet interests and likewise the
injustice of their demands.

I do not propose to discuss at length the entire bill. The
report covers its main features, and at the close of my remarks
I shall ask that it be included in the REcorp as a part of my
remarks. My colleague on the committee, Mr. Horapay, has
given detailed study to the police department. He will discuss
that department, and hence I will not go into those details.

The bill carries two additional dental clinies in the Health
Department, one for the use of white and one for the use of the
colored population of the city. The committee makes no recom-
mendation as to where they shall be located, stipulating only
that they shall be placed where they can best serve the people
of the District,

The Dbill carries $3,000,000 for additional Iand purchases in
the municipal center and $65,000 for the services of architects,
and so forth. The committee feels that a complete study of
the whole needs of the District government should be had, a
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complete plan of the entire structure marked out, and its utili-
tarian as well as architectural details determined. In our
opinion the city should employ for advisory work in this service
an outstanding architect of broad experience in the planning of
publie buildings. If the $£65,000 herein appropriated is not suffi-
cient for that purpose the committee will consider favorably the
appropriation of additional funds. This structure must be ade-
quately planned, and to that end the committee expect the whole-
hearted cooperation and effort of the District officials charged
with doing that work.

Two major items in the bill should be discussed—the schools
and the water department. On the Tth day of December, 1920—
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 249, volume 1—1I discussed in detail
the school-building situation and the school-building program.
This bill as it came to the Bureau of the Budget from the Dis-
trict officials asked for $655,000 for senior high schools, $1,100,-
000 for junior high schools, and $580,000 for elementary schools.
The Bureau of the Budget was not satisfied with the requests
of the school officlals and changed and added to the requests
s0 that there was submitted to the committee, including supple-
mental estimates, requests of the Budget for $655,000 for senior
high schools, $1,340,000 for junior high schools, and $1,095,000
for elementary schools. The committee was in general accord
with the Budget on school-building matters save in one par-
ticular. It feels that no further construction of auditorium-
gymnasiums should be had in elementary schools until the need
for class-room construction has been met, and accordingly the
committee has left out of the bill appropriations for the com-
bined assembly-gymnasiums in the elementary schools,

The committee next ealled upon the school officials to submit
a statement of additional needed construction. At our request
the Budget investigated and submitted additional estimates for
construction. These are all recommended, except in the case of
a building at Connecticut Avenue and Upton Street, where nec-
essary condemnation of streets and the laying of water and
sewer mains make impossible construction at this time, This
item is dropped with the approval of District officials. The
Budget Bureau should not be criticized for making this recom-
mendation, but rather commended for their willingness to go
the full length for the schools of Washington. The bill now ear-
ries 30 elementary classrooms in addition to those requested of
the Budget Bureau by District officials. For elementary class-
rooms in elementary buildings the school officials asked for new
construction to provide for 25 rooms; the Budget Bureau sub-
mitted requests for the construction of 45 rooms; the bill as
submitted by this committee carries money for the construction
of a total of 61 elementary classrooms.

In order to compare junior-high-school figures it is necessary
to estimate one-half a room for each year where the construc-
tion covers two years. On that basis the school officials asked
for the construction of 44 rooms; the Budget Burean recom-
mended the same amount. To that this committee added 22, so
that the bill now ecarries money for the construection of 66 junior-
high-school classrooms. It also carries $240,000 more for junior-
high schools and $475,000 more for elementary schools than was
requested by the school officials when they submitted their regu-
lar estimates to the commissioners and the Budget. A total of
$3,240,000 is recommended for buildings. - Let these figures
stand as the answer to those in the city, and in particular those
school officials who constantly assert their own friendliness for
the schools and as constantly criticize Congress and the Bureau
of the Budget. A detailed list of the authorized construction
will be found in the report,

Likewise the committee has increased the Budget request for
money for school sites from $300,700 to $360,700, making a grand
total in the bill for school buildings and grounds of $3,600,700.
The bill also provides an additional sum of $79,793 for the pur-
chase of school building and playground sites, this amount being
made up of unexpended balances of appropriations of former
years.

The committee was again presented with requests for exten-
sive increases in the number and salaries of school-teachers.
It has been the opinion of the committee that Washington’s
schools have been and now are oversupplied with teachers and
that the apparent shortage of teachers in some branches is due
to faulty administration and assignment rather than actual
shortages in numbers of teachers available,

In order to make certain that we were not in error in this
the committee secured from the office of education a statement
showing the average number of pupils per teacher in all cities
of 100,000 or more population as compared with Washington,
and likewise the average annual cost of instruction per pupil in
those same cities compared with Washington. 1 shall insert
the table in my statement at this point.
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Average number of pupils per teacher, number of teachers employed, and
number Y as compared with other cities, for the school year
ending June 30, 1928

[Prepared by the Office of Education, Department of Interior]

Average annual
Average number cost of instruc-
of pupilsenrolled Number tion per pupil in
per teacher Number | of teach-| 8verage daily at-
of teach- |ersneces-| tendance
ers em- to
Bchools ployed | be com-
In all in Wash- | parable | 1y cities
dties of |1n wash-| ington, | teall | 7100000 In Wash-
100,000 |°0 oion | D.C. | citiesin | Tonhe ™l oton,
el Groun 1| Yionor | D. C.
more
mare
57.9 318 188 105 $50. 60 $108. 20
3.5 332 1, 530 1,355 75. 81 85. 80
20.4 2.6 301 258 98,02 112.28
20.5 2.8 506 454 137. 85 139. 98
4.6 16.8 50 34 168.39 201. 93
20.2 13.6 46 31 230.40 252. 25

This statement shows that Washington has more teachers per
pupil-load in every branch of the city schools than the average
of the country in cities of more than 100,000. Washington has
394 teachers above the average of the country, or, stating it the
other way, if Washington had teachers sufficient only to meet
the average of the large cities of the country there could be a
reduction of 394 from the total list. Accordingly the committee
has approved the employment of new teachers only in those
cases where new buildings are being opened and for the teach-
ers’ college. The greatest disparity in the average of the coun-
try and in Washington is in the kindergartens, the vocational,
and the normal schools.

The average number of pupils in all cities of the United States
per kindergarten teacher is 57.9, while it is 31.8 in Washington.
The average annual cost in the United States per kindergarten
pupil is $59.60, while in Washington it is $108.20.

Washington has been maintaining two teachers per kinder-
garten class. It is proposed to reduce that number to one, to
reduce the classes from 3 hours to 2% hours per day, and to
have each teacher handle a maximum of not more than 55
pupils per teacher in the two groups. In view of the fact that
the average of the country is one teacher per 57.9 pupils, the
fixing of a maximum of one teacher for 556 pupils in Washington
is not thought excessive.

It is also proposed to eliminate the subkindergarten classes
of pupils of 3% and 4 years of age. This arrangement will
release T classrooms for other classes and create a surplus of 78
kindergarten teachers. It is the desire of this committee that
those teachers be not discharged. Many of them are qualified
to do grade teaching, and accordingly, the bill carries a provi-
sion authorizing their transfer into the teaching staff of grades
1 to 4. This will result in a saving of at least $140,000 a year
in salaries and will not injure the educational force or benefits.
This plan has the approval of the school officials and all but
two members of the board of education who were before us. It
appears to be opposed only by those who fear that graduates of
the normal schools this year may not be given positions at once.
The District taxpayer has given the normal-school graduate a
free education. There are those who seem to think that they
are also entitled to demand and receive a job, whether their
services are needed or not. I do not share that view. I see no
obligation on the part of the taxpayer to give them both a free
education and a lifetime job.

Mr. GLOVER. Mryr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr, GLOVER. Has the gentleman figured out under the
contribution of $0,000,000 by the Federal Government what
percentage that would be of the whole of the District taxes?

Mr. SIMMONS, I gave that a moment ago. With $9,000,000,
plus the amount of revenues released to the District, it amounts
to just slightly under 25 per cent of the total.

h[ir. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield? y

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, gir.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. I noticed a comment this morning
in the press concerning the opposition to this particular trans-
fer of kindergarten teachers, Did the gentleman notice that?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; and I shall .discuss that now.

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harr] asks that I discuss
statements appearing in the press yesterday regarding this
proposal. Those statements very obviously were made by peo-
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ple who had not taken the time to either investigate the facts,
to read the hearings on this bill, or to find out what the inten-
tion of the committee was. I have here a report signed by
some of the officers of certain parent-teacher groups in Wash-
ington, in which this statement is made :

We understand that it is proposed to transfer before next year 78
teachers from the kindergarten groups to the grades,

Then they go ahead and base their statement upon that sup-
position. Inquiry over the telephone would have disclosed to
these citizens who prepared this statement that their major
premise was wrong. It was not proposed by the committee nor
by the school officials who have discussed this matter with us
that 78 teachers be transferred between now and next year. The
proposal is that as vacancies occur in the teaching staff in the
schools of grades 1, 2, 3, and 4 qualified kindergarten teachers be
transferred into those positions, and the position not otherwise
filled. I might read here also, because it has the same proposal
involved in it, the statement that appears in to-day’s Washing-
ton News, on page 5, under the heading * Labor Union Scores
Kindergarten Cut,” in which Mr, Coleman, secretary of the local
labor union, is quoted as making the following statement :

We propose that the present highly trained kindergarten specialists
be absorbed into the kindergarten department as vacancies occur therein ;
that as vacancies occar the burden of the present group be increased,
and that these highly trained teachers be not suddenly put into another
special field for which they have not been trained.

Mr. Coleman is obviously working under the same misappre-
hension of facts that prompted the parent-teachers’ group to
take the action they did.

In order that the House may have before it the record, I read
from page 908 of the hearings the following upon this particular
matter. On page 908, referring to a series of tables that were
before us, I said:

This table shows very clearly that you are overteachered in the kinder-
garten.

To which Mr. Kramer replied:

There is no question about it. I do not think anybody denies that.
The only question is whether you shall adopt a different system of
kindergarten teaching.

Then, again, he said:
We are not overteachered with that character of system—

That is, two teachers for every schoolroom, but admittedly
overteachered if they are to come to one teacher in the kinder-
garten per classroom. Mr. Hayeock, assistant superintendent,
on the same page stated that they had been trying to eliminate
the kindergarten teachers as fast as possible. As to that, Mr.
Haycock is obviously misinformed, because they have been
employing kindergarten teachers as vacancies occur.

On page 910 of the hearings Doctor Ballou said:

I want to say we want to help the committee in every way we can
in the solution of this problem, and my only reason for wanting to par-
ticipate in this discussion at this moment jis that we are confronted with
a real problem and I think it wounld be excee;ltngly unfortunate to drop
from our service experienced and well-qualified and efficient teachers
by any elimination of a program. We have been working toward this
not only in the matter of reducing the number of kindergarten teachers
but also in a statement of policy which was presented here this morning
for the record. That presenis a real advance over a former program.

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. While the gentleman is discussing the
gquestion of the school system, can he give this committee some
idea in respect to the rumors going around the District that
01 per cent of the pupils in the schools he talks about has some
physical ailment, that some of them have lung trouble, and that
some are undernourished.

Mr. SIMMONS. May I be permitted first to answer the
question of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harrn] and then
I shall be glad to mention that. Reading further from Doctor
Ballou’s testimony : ¢

Compared with the grades, kindergarten teachers are far more
numerous. I was glad to hear the chairman say to Mr. Kramer and
Mr. Haycock to use 55 or 53 as the number for two teachers in this
morning and afternoon program. I want to say very frankly it is my
professional opinion that no kindergarten teacher can teach 40 children
in the morning and then take 40 other or additional children and
teach them adequately in the aftermoon,

To that I answered :
That was not the proposal.
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And then Doector Ballou said:
I understand it was not; and that fs why I say I am glad to hear

_you indicate that.

Again, Doctor Ballou said, quoting from the hearings:

We are very rapidly working toward that, much more so every year,
except In this kindergarten situation. The average of 50 or 53 for the
country is based on——

Mr. Simmons. It is 55 for the country.

Doctor Barrou. Is based on a teacher carrying ome group of children
in the morning and one in the aftermoon. That procedure which has
been indicated in the record here contemplates working toward that
program, because we now have regularly establish kindergartens in the
afternoon.

Doctor Ballou states that there are now afternoon kinders
garten classes, and so I call attention to the statement of the
Parent-Teachers’ Association, in which they intimate that there
are no afternoon kindergarten classes in Washington.

Doctor Ballou says, on page 911 of the hearings:

The law provides that we shall appoint from these two lists. They
have been appointed to the kindergarten. They are, I think, legally
not eligible under the present law for appointment in the first grade
or in any of the grades of the elementary school. If there could be
legislation—and I suggest this for the consideration of the committee—
which would say that a teacher of successful experience in the kinder-
garten is hereby made eligible to teach in the lower grades of the ele-
mentary school, you would remove the legal barrier and then we could
transfer these kindergarten teachers to the first, second, or third grade
and utilize them very promptly.

Now get this, because the charge has been made that we pro-
pose to put into the elementary sclivols untrained and incompe-
tent teachers. As to that, Doctor Ballou says:

They are very eflicient and superior teachers for the most part, I
think they are as fine a group of teachers as there is in the city.

Then, on page 912, Doctor Ballou says:

1 was suggesting tbat if this committee provided the legislative
provision which you contemplate incorporating in the bill, which we
are now discussing, and add this additional provision which 1 have
just suggested, which in my judgment is entirely within the authority
of Congress, it would adjust that particular situation, I think, as advan-
tageously as It can be adjusted.

Then, again, Mr. HoLApAY said this:

Mr, Horapay. I should think, Doctor, that as a general rule these
kindergarten teachers would make very excellent teachers,

Doctor Barrouv, They would make excellent first or second grade
teachers ; yes, sir. There is no doubt about it.

Mr. SiMymons. Do you include all of them or just part of them?

Doctor BaLrou, I think most of them would. I would say this. We
would consider the assignment to the first and second grades of those
who could do it better than others might, who may be candidates for
assignment. In other words, we can select the ones we think would
be able to do the work.

Speaking further, Mr. HorLApAy said:

Mr. HorapaY. From the standpoint of a layman, I think I would be
willing to risk a teacher who was a success as a kindergarten teacher,
in the first grade.

Doctor Banrou. I have no doubt about it. I heartily indorse that
as a proposition. I am only talking about the technical aspect of it,
because I am personally sure, gentlemen, if we undertake to transfer
a kindergarten teacher to a vacancy, No. 1 on the consolidated normal
school list would mandamus us to prevent it and would succeed in the
court. I have not any doubt about that on the basis of court decisions
48 to the rights of a person who stands No. 1 on the appropriate list,

Then, in order that the House may understand that the pro-
posal of the committee never contemplated what the parent-
teachers’ group and Mr. Coleman assumed that it did, I call
your attention to page 914 of the hearings, where I asked—

If you have what eventually would be a saving in salaries of $140,000,
this transfer of the kindergarten teachers, if made, would result in the
availability of abont $140,000 in salaries in the other items. You are
asking here for an increase of $83,000 in salaries for this year,

Can you get the full benefit of the $140,000 within a year?

Mr. KraMER. I do not think so. That would be a mere surmise. 1
would not be optimistic enough to think we could get it in a year.

My, Simmoxs. That was my guess, but I wanted to put it up to you
to see what your reaction was.

That is on page 915 of the hearings. Then, further on the
statement is made that we did not contemplate the discharge
of these teachers. We do not want them to be discharged. We
do not propose to transfer into the elementary schools teachers
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that are not qualified. Neither do we propose any radical
change. The statement handed to me yesterday by the Parent-
Teachers’ Association winds up with this statement:

We believe that when we have put at the head of our school system
trained educators who have spent years in the study of eduncational
methods and educational progress, and are trying to keep our schools
abreast of the best in the country, that we should have some respect
for their judgment in matters of educational policy and that they
do not deserve to be met with the lack of confidence and sarcastic
eriticism which is so apparent all through the hearings.

So I say to those who sent this memorial to me that they
should have the same respect as we have for the judgment of
the school officials in matters of educational policy, and that
they should follow those educators as the committee proposes
to follow them in matters of kindergarten policy.

Mr. CARTER of California, Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. CARTER of California. Are these kindergarten teachers
who continue to do their work to be assigned to grade work?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir,

Mr. CARTER of California. Is it proposed to lessen the
number of kindergarten teachers now employed?

Mr. SIMMONS. It is so proposed.

Mr. CARTER of California. Would other kindergarten
teachers be employed?

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir. At the present time there is a sur-
plus of 78 kindergarten teachers. The kindergartens here cost
$108.20 per pupil per year, while the average cost throughout
the country is $59.60, so that there is an exeess cost for kinder-
garten instruction in this city. The proposal is to transfer the
surplus kindergarten teachers into grades 1, 2, 8, and 4, those
who are qualified teachers, in order to lessen the number of
teachers in the kindergarten schools and not to displace any
of the teachers. In the Washington schools we have 394 teach-
ers more than wounld be necessary if the Washington schools
were only up to the average of other schools in large cities
throughout the country.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska
concur in this idea advanced that kindergarten teachers should
not be asked to teach in the afternocon if they teach in the fore-
noon? What is there about the work, different from work in
other departments, that a kindergarten teacher can not teach in
both the forenoon and afternoon?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not approve of that idea. Af the pres-
ent time the system is to allow the teacher to teach three hours
in the kindergarten school. Many of them have classes con-
sisting of between 20 and 30 pupils. At the E. V. Brown
School in Chevy Chase, with a total of 106 pupils, there are 4
teachers, all working in one room; 2 teachers in the morning
and 2 teachers in the afternoon. The teachers teach for three
hours and have two hours to do clerical ‘work, testing work, and
supplemental work, whatever they can put them at. This pro-
posal provides that each teacher shall teach five hours per day.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I gathered from what the gentleman
said that there was something about teaching in the kindergarten
that made it inadvisable or improper to have a teacher econduct
an afternoon class if she conducted a morning class in the
kindergarten.

Mr. SIMMONS. No. I was pointing out the fact, if the gen-
tleman will permit me to explain, that in this memorial that
was circulated yesterday among some of the parent-teacher
groups, the statement was made “as parents, we deplore the
idea of afternoon kindergartens at all.” I think the gentleman
and I are in accord on that subject.

Mr. O’CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Do I understand the gen-
tleman to say that it costs $108 per pupil in Washington and an
average of $569 elsewhere?

Mr, SIMMONS. Elsewhere in cities of over 100,000 popula-
tion.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Is that because the schools
are overteachered or because the teachers are better paid in
Washington than in other cities?

Mr. SIMMONS. It is largely because the schools are over-
teachered. In the report you will find a table showing the
average in cities over 100,000 population and in the District of
Columbia. I do not think the variance is in the salaries of
teachers so much as the fact that there is an elaborately set-up
staff on the basis of the number of teachers involved. The ef-
fort here is not to reduce the salaries. The effort is to keep
everybody employed who is now employed, but to reduce the total
allowed in the kindergartens,
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Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. And to guarantee the child
the best possible teaching? ;

Mr. SIMMONS. I think the best answer I can give the
gentleman is that my younger son, who is now sitting in the
gallery, will enter kindergarten next year.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I think it is important that the commit-
tee know something about conditions in the Distriet of Co-
lumbia, since the gentleman is so well versed in the subject.

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman has raised a question about
which I ean probably give no definite information. I will say
that I have no information to lead me to believe that the facts
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. DickstEIN] has
reported are true. I can not believe it from my own personal
observation.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Has the District Committee made any in-
vestigation with respect to the health of the children in the
District of Columbia, and with respect to other important con-
ditions, as the result of which we may expect to bring up great
American citizens?

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman will understand that the sub-
committee of which I am chairman has to do with appropria-
tions, and that the matter to which the gentleman refers would
p!;t:lgably be properly referred to the District legislative com-
mittee.

I referred to the faulty administration and assignment of
teachers as being responsible for an excessive teacher load and at
the same time an apparent shortage of teachers. Tables sub-
mitted by the school officials show that out of a total of 2,742
teachers reported on, 458 of them are carried not as regular
classroom instructors, but are supplementary, special, and mis-
cellaneons. There are teachers who teach the teachers how to
teach, teachers doing research and clerical work, teachers giving
mental tests, and so forth, all of which adds greatly to the cost
of education. Detailed tables of these assignments are available
in the committee rooms for those who wish to study them.

There has been wanton extravagance in the expenditure of
school funds. The rights of the taxpayer and the rights of the
ehild in the schools have alike been ignored, while educational
luxuries and needless accessories have been purchased for the
use of a favored few and to please the vanity of those who
serve in Washington schools.

This committee can not and should not be expected to super-
vise the expenditures for furniture and equipment. We must
rely upon the expending and administrative officers to ecarry out
those matters. The confidence we have had in the school board
and school officials has been sorely taxed. Time at the hearings
did not permit us to go into all of the expenditures and time
here will not.

The largest item of expenditure carried heretofore was $450,-
000 for furniture and equipment in the McKinley High School.
The superintendent of schools promised the committee that as
to quality the purchase of equipment for this school would be no
better and no worse than that purchased for the Hastern High
School, and similar to that provided in Eastern, Western, and
Armstrong High Schools. That promise was not kept. Pur-
chases were made for equipment and furniture at the McKinley
and other schools that are both extravagant and unwarranted—
expenditures that most certainly the school officials knew this
committee would not approve.

The most elaborate and extravagant equipment has been re-
quisitioned and purchased. The electrical equipment of the
junior and senior high schools is similar to the show rooms of
a city store: Laundries, bathrooms, Kitchens, dining rooms, all
the most expengive equipment ; velvet rugs, tapestry upholstered
furniture, chairs at $115 each, sofas at $130, gold-lined silver-
ware, high-priced linens, din'ng-room chairs of mahogany with
hair-cloth seats, bedrooms equipped down to such details as night
stands and vanity dressers and boudoir lamps, candlesticks at
$9 a set, salt-and-pepper sets at $17.50, meat platters for $15.75,
Vietrola records of such standard classics as We Won't Go
Home Until Morning used to add a strictly idealistic touch
to the scene—and so the story of squandered funds might go on,
Pianos, specifying Steinways, were bought for class rooms as
well as for the auditorinm, four grand pianos in one school
building, on the highest bid—lower bids being rejected—and
the public money squandered to meet the whim of a music
teacher, and possibly likewise to meet the wishes of a piano
salesman. Thirteen thousand five hundred dollars was paid for
a pipe organ. The grand pianos and the pipe organ were pur-
chased and installed in the McKinley High School while the
students waited over a year for the equipment of a lunch .
room—and yet they claim that the best interest of the student
body received first consideration.
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Specifications were so drawn that only the desired article
could meet the specifications and all other bids were rejected,
even though the differences were not material in the various
makes.

Mr. COLLINS, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman also knows that the high
schools are equipped with armories and rifles, concrete rifle
ranges, and such military appendages, does he not?

Mr., SIMMONS. The gentleman has advised me of it and
I do not doubt the truth of it. I would not be surprised to find
anything in the schools after what we have already found.

The result is that the desires of heads of departments were
met regardless of price, although not well justified. Prospec-
tive bidders, knowing that their article was favored and that
the head of a department would likely be successful in defend-
ing his choice, seldom made a low bid, and other bidders like-
wise were easily discouraged and ceased to bid. Little or no
control has been exercised by the school board or school offi-
cials over the individual whims and tastes of the various unit
heads in the school system. Time after time suitable equip-
ment that ecould have been purchased through the General
Supply Committee has been rejected for higher-priced articles
from favored dealers outside. Bids were repeatedly rejected
because they did not cover the precise article specified. Pur-
chase orders have been divided so as to evade the rule requir-
ing competition in case of purchases in excess of $25.

Gas ranges were purchased with the specifications so re-
stricted that they required “gray enamel front legs,” and the
higher bid for ranges with gray enameled legs was accepted.

Articles of furniture such as cabinets that could have been
made in the manual-training rooms have been purchased and
put in those rooms.

Washing machines were purchased for the various schools,
each school asking for and getting what it desired. Machines
selected at a high bid for one school were rejected as very
objectionable for another school, and then in turn specified and
purchased for other schools. Low bids were rejected in one
instance on the ground that the capacity of the machine was
only six sheets, and yet it was a demonstration machine. In
at least one instance the specifications called for a washing
machine so equipped that the water could *be emptied elec-
trically.”

Among the things purchased for the gymmnasium at McKinley
are 9 climbing ropes at $12 each, or a total of $108; 3 horses
at $180 each, totaling §540; 1 push ball at $375—and so the
story of extravagance might go on almost without limit. Elec-
trie dishwashers and laundry dryers were purchased. For
seven dolls they paid $82.25; for one doll they paid $22.50—it
was imported, Singer sewing machines were purchased repeat-
edly on highest bids and other bids rejected, although the evi-
dence shows other makes were satisfactory, Two hundred and
fifty-eight dollars and fifty cents was paid for an electric hem-
gtitching machine.

Equipment for the vocational schools, in particular in the
print shop, described by experienced men in that line of work as
useless and extravagant, was purchased over the protest of
those who knew the practical side of those matters. Archery
equipment to cost $190 was asked for.

The purchasing officer of the District refused in many in-
stances to buy, but was ordered to go ahead.

Apparently the school authorities either learned nothing as a
result of the hearings or have determined not to recognize these
criticisms, for since the hearings they have sent forward requi-
sitions for such things as ironing boards at $25 each, rejecting
General Supply Committee boards at 63 cents each. An electric
hat stretcher to cost $25 has been ordered.

As a result of all of this showing, for which the school offi-
cials and school board are responsible, the committee feels that
some one other than those heretofore in charge must have the
right to veto the purchase of furniture and equipment, and
accordingly the bill carries a proviso placing that power in the
hands of the Distriet Commissioners. We believe that we are
justified in asking that the taxpayer be protected. It is obvious
that the school authorities will neither protect the taxpayer
nor make judicious use of funds intrusted to them for the
benefit of Washington children.

Mr, COLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. COLE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that there
was $450,000 spent for equipment?

Mr. SIMMONS. In one high school
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Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman state what was the cost of
the high school?

Mr. SIMMONS. As I remember it, somewhere between three
gng four million dollars. This is the McKinley Technical High

chool.

Mr. COLE. How many rooms are there in the school?

Mr. SIMMONS. The school has a capacity for 2,300 students.
We are not objecting to the total cost. The committee approved
the amounts. A technical high school requires considerable
equipment—more than the ordinary high school—but I am
objecting to the fact that after they promised us that the equip-
ment would be of the quality basis of the other schools of the
city, they made extravagant and unnecessary expenditures from
the fand.

Mr. COLE. ' The reason I asked the question is because the
total expenditures of course ought to bear some relation to the
cost of the building.

Mr. SIMMONS. In that type of building—a technical high
school—the total expenditure would be greater than in an
ordinary high school.

Doctor Ballou submitted for the hearings a statement showing
that out of 35,025 different items of material purchased, 24,884
were purchased through the General Supply Committee, 10,141
through bids secured by the purchasing officer of the District,
and that all but 284 were awarded to the lowest bidder. There
are fwo defects in his defense: First, the purchase of equip-
ment in the luxury class might have been and probably was
purchased from the lowest bidder; but the criticism as to that
is that there should have been no purchase whatever. The sec-
ond situation which Doctor Ballouw’s alleged defense does not
cover is the drafting of specifications so as to exelude all but
the desired article, so that under such circumstances, of course,
they could show an acceptance of the low bid. The defense
offered, while plausible on its face, will not bear examination.

Two years ago we indicated to school officials and the school
board that we desired that school purchases and business mat-
ters be placed in the hands of a competent business executive.
Nothing was done. Last year, in the bill, this committee in-
serted a salary for a business manager and indicated clearly
what was intended as to his duties and responsibilities. After
considerable blare of trumpets and publicity, the position was
filled, and everything was done except giving the new business
manager the duties and responsibilities that it was intended by
Congress he should have.

The school board came before Congress this year with that
position filled, but with the inefficient business situation un-
changed. The new business manager admitted before us that
he gave only a perfunctory supervision and approval to pur-
chases, and that he had never been in the office of the purchasing
officer of the District. This statement should not be construed
as a criticism of Mr. Orane, the new business manager, for it
appears clearly that he was never given the authority this
committee desired he should have, and that the school officials
and board had no intention of giving him that authority. These
hearings were held during the week of February 10; the school
officials expressed at that time their failure to understand the
intention of Congress as to the business manager and indieated
their intention of modifying the authority of the business man-
ager to comply with the wishes of Congress. But they did
nothing,

This bill was reported to the House on March 17, carrying
the provision requiring the approval of the commissioners to
purchase requisitions of equipment and furniture for the schools,
Likewise, there has been a reduction recommended in the amount
to be appropriated for school equipment. It is hoped that the
school officials will understand the necessity of making rea-
sonable and sensible purchases for the schools. On March 19,
two days after this bill was reported, the Board of Education,
according to the Washington Star, met and put Mr. Crane, the
business manager, in * full, complete, and personal charge of
supply purchases for the public schools.” The statement then
says that Doctor Ballou insisted during the hearings that Mr.
Crane had been in charge since his employment, but Mr. Crane
testified that he did not know what was being purchased, except
in a general way, and never signed the requisitions. Mr.
Kramer, assistant superintendent of schools, is then guoted as
asserting that the action of the board on March 19 “ merely
makes a formal statement of what had been the understanding
in school administration circles.” A patently false statement,
as the hearings disclose. The school officials, if they had that
“ understanding,” very effectually denied it before the commit-
fee. It is clear that the action taken by the Board of Educa-
tion on March 19 was not taken in accord with a policy that they
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had expected to “effect gradually.” The obvious attempt to
mislead the people of Washington is resented by those who know
the facts.

For a number of years there has been a demand in Washing-
ton for a change in the method of selection of the Board of
Bducation. The present board—and, accordingly, the employees
of the board from the superintendent down—uare neither selected
by the people of Washington nor by the administrative officials
of the District government, and are not answerable for their
stewardship either to the people or the Disirict government.
Either legislation should be had providing for the selection of
a Board of Education by the people of Washington or the Board
of Education should be abelished and the schools operated as a
department of the city government, with the superintendent and
other employees answerable to the city commissioners,

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. COYLE. Does the Comptroller General pass in detail
on the expenditures of the District government?

Mr. SIMMONS, All expenditures are passed upon by the
Comptroller General after they are made; they are also passed
upon by the auditor of the District.

Mr. COYLE., Is the auditor of the District a subordinate
employee of the office of the Comptroller General?

Mr. SIMMONS. No; he is a District official.

Mr. COYLE. There might possibly be some element of safe-
guard if the Comptroller General had supervision in the District.

Mr. SIMMONS. The bill carries a provigso making it man-
datory for the commissioners to approve purchases hereafter,
which settles that one point.

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. CHALMERS. I did not guite get the gentleman’s last
recommendation. Did the gentleman recommend that the school
board be abolished?

Mr. SIMMONS. That either we have an elective school board
in Washington or that the board be abolished and the schools
operated as a department of the District government.

Mr. CHALMERS. If the gentleman will permit, it seems
to me it would be unwise to give the District authorities or the
city authorities veto power over educational appropriations. I
do not like the idea of giving the commissioners that veto power.
It seems to me the gentleman’s criticism resolves itself into a
matter of personnel. The business manager should have com-
plete and ample authority to supervise all the purchases, and if
he can not do it or will not do it you should get a new business
manager.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield before he answers
that guestion?

Mr, SIMMONS. Yes, sir,

Mr. COLLINS. It is the opinion of some of the members of
the committee that the District Commissioners have that power
now.

Mr. CHALMERS. I think there is danger there. I do not
believe that educational appropriations should be supervised by
the city authorities and I believe the educational authorities of
the Distriet should have the final say. I sympathize with the
chairman in all he has said about curtailing extravagances, but I
can not quite follow him on ecurtailing appropriations for the
kindergarten department, and I do not believe that young
kindergarten children ought to be in school in the afternoon, par-
ticularly in the late afternoon.

Mr. SIMMONS. They will not be in school in any event after
3 o'clock in the afterncon. Now, regarding the purchases. I
admit that probably under ordinary circumstances in your city
and in mine the school board and the school authorities should
have complete control over the expenditure of school funds, but
when you have a set-up such as you have in Washington, where
the school board is not answerable or responsible to the people
of Washington nor to the city administration, when the em-
ployees are answerable only to the school board and when yon
have a situation revealed such as our hearings this year dis-
closed, then I think some rather drastic steps must be taken.

Mr. CHALMERS. The chairman of this subcommittee and
his colleagues can correct that and that should be done, on the
showing the gentleman is making, but I believe it is an edueca-
tional matter and should be kept in the Board of Education.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the gentleman think I am going to
take the time or that any member of my subcommittee is going
to take the time to go over all of these expenditures?

Mr, CHALMERS, You should change the personnel,

Mr. SIMMONS. We have no authority to change the per-
sonnel. The employees of the schools and the school board are
responsible to nobody save the school board, and they in turn
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are appointed by the judges of the Supreme Court of the Dis-
triet, who in turn hold office for life.

Mr. CHALMERS. Does the gentleman mean to say that the
educational department of the District of Columbia is not finally
in the control of Congress?

Mr. SIMMONS. It is not, unless Congress sees fit to change
the present law.

Mr, CHALMERS. Then there should be a different set-up.

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what I am recommending, but at the
present time the judges of the Supreme Court of the District of
Columbia, who hold office for life, name the school board, the
school board employs the superintendent, and other officials,
and they are not answerable or responsible to anybody, and can
not be removed by anybody except the school board. I am rec-
ommending that the legislative committee having to do with
District matters study that, and that they provide for a Board
of Education that is answerable to somebody in the District of
Columbia.

Mr. CHALMERS. 1 agree with that; but I am in entire
accord with the gentleman and his committee in their efforts to
squeeze all of the extravagance out of the publie-school man-
agement, particularly the supply department. I do not agree
with the efforts of the committee to squeeze the kindergarten
department. I do not think young children of kindergarten age,
4 and 5 years, should be kept in school in the afternoon. I
am also in favor of reasonable assignments in each kinder-
garten room. The kindergarten director in each school ought to
have a competent assistant who is a musieian,

I also want to formally protest against giving municipal au-
thorities the veto power over any part of the educational budget.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr, WELSH of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman think
ge school board is answerable to the appointing power in Wash-

gton?

Mr. SIMMONS. The appointing power is the Supreme Court
of the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Do they not have to give an
accounting of their stewardship and their efficiency when they
are up for reappointment at the expiration of their term?

Mr. SIMMONS. If that is what the term accountable means,
then I presume that is true.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. I am putting this matter to
the gentleman straight because I think it is one of the most
vital questions affecting the District, and I am interested in the
gentleman's thought that an elective school board may cure the
evils which the gentleman has discovered.

Mr, SIMMONS. I am suggesting that as one of the possible
remedies but not the only one.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Yet that is not necessary.
In Philadelphia we have a school board which is appointed by
the Board of Judges of Philadelphia County; they have the
taxing power and are accountable to the judges for the proper
discharge of their duties, and if a member of the school board
does not give satisfaction he will not be reappointed when his
term expires,

Mr. SIMMONS. But the satisfaction which the members of
the school board here have to give is fo the judges of the Su-
preme Court of the District and not satisfaction to the parents
and taxpayers of Washington,

Mr., COYLE. Or to the Congress?
iA]Ir. SIMMONS. Or to the Congress or to the District offi-
cials.

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. SLOAN. Has not the Congress the right to change that
at any time and deposit the power of control in other officials

than the judges?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; and I recommend here that that mat-
ter be studied by the legislative committee and something done
about it.

Mr. SLOAN. It seems a very peculiar situation that the
judges in their particular eapacity shounld have the administra-
tion of school affairs.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. HALL of Indiana, I will say that the Committee on the
District of Columbia has that under consideration at the pres-
ent time. There has been a suggestion that the board should be
elected directly by the citizens of the District, and another sug-
gestion is that possgibly the appointment or recommendation
should be placed directly in the hands of the President, so that

‘the board will be more directly responsible to the Congress than

at the present time.
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Mr. SIMMONS. T think the situnation justifies the committee
a?lzvhich the gentleman serves giving further serious study

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 30 minutes
additional.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentleman from
Nebraska is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. PALMER, Does not the gentleman think the present
policy or system is about as good as we could get? As I under-
stand, the object is to keep the school board nonpolitical and
entirely out of politics. At the present time we have the judi-
ciary, we might say, making up the school board. Does the
gentleman know of any better way to administer school affairs?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. PALMER. In order to keep them out of politics.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. Let me answer the question. I
will say to the gentleman that as an American I believe the
American people have a right to run their own affairs.

Mr. PALMER. That is what we are doing now.

Mr. SIMMONS. And the people of Washington are compe-
tent to run their school affairs and to elect a school board.

Mr. PALMER. Does not the gentleman think it would get
into politics just as soon as you gave the people authority to
elect the school board?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think of politics in a derogatory
sense. If polities is the science of government, then the science
of government would mean putting the schools in polities.

Mr. PALMER. I think the schools should be kept out of
politics, and that the board should be a nonpolitical one.

Mr. SIMMONS. At the present time the Board of Education
and school officials recommend the expenditure of school funds,
while the actual expenditure is made by Distriet officials.
Neither the school officials nor the city officials are responsible
for the entire transaction. The whole set-up is wrong and leads
to “buck passing ” between the two organizations, and extrava-
gance, inefliciency, and lack of responsibility follows. The whole
matter should be studied by the District legislative committee,
and comprehensive legislation had ; in the meantime it is thought
that the limitation proposed in this bill will prevent, in a large
measure, a recurrence of the situation which I have described.

Three years ago the newspapers and civie organizations of
Washington were protesting the cost of school buildings, claim-
ing that they were being built on a much more elaborate scale
than was necessary, and that therefore the Federal Government
should pay a much greater part of the cost. The charges three
years ago were unfounded. School buildings being built at that
time were being built along utilitarian lines, permanently built,
and economically built. and at the same time attractively built.
We have been appropriating moneys for the building of addi-
tional buildings, stipulating that they should be built in accord-
ance with the plans of approved buildings already constructed.
Here again the expending officials in the District government
have not kept faith.

The buildings now being built are constructed on a cost basis
far more elaborate, ornate, and luxurious than any heretofore
being built. Instead of attempting to build permanent build-
ings adequately equipped to meet all reasomable educational
needs in an effort to provide modern buildings for the largest
number of pupils, the present effort seems to be to spend the
largest amount possible per umit of school accommodations
being built. The most expensive patented appliances, equip-
ment, and materials are being used. The architect offers as an
excuse the statement that he is building buildings that will be
in use 75 years from now. Personally, I am more concerned
with furnishing the child of to-day permanent and adequate
accommodations than I am in building a monument to an archi-
tect, so that four decades hence some one may marvel at what
he produced. When there is not money enough to do both we
ghould serve the child who is here now.

Strange as it may seem, the same newspaper that three years
ago criticized Congress for building too elaborately and too
extravagantly now criticizes Congress for attempting to curb
extravagances and loxuries in school buildings. It would seem
that their prime editorial motive is to criticize and oppose any-
thing that Congress favors.

During the hearings I used the expression “doo-dad” in
reference to the school buildings. Learned editorial writers
have found themselves unable to interpret its meaning.

After some search the Library of Congress has delivered to
me a definition of “doo-dad,” and here it is. I am quoting
now from page 352 of the publication called American Speech,
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in its issue for May, 1927, where I find this, under the head of
“Dialect Words from West Virginia”:

Doo-dad is a noun and means any article for which the name is
unknown.

[Laughter and applause.]

Sufficient now to say that as I used it it means extravagant
ornaments, embellishments, and useless equipment and luxuries
built into school buildings in order to satisfy the vanities of an
architect and the comfort of a public official without considera-
tion of the cost to the taxpayer or the rights of the school
children.

We did not reduce the appropriations for school buildings,
rather hoping that the architect and those laboring with him
will work along the lines of economical expenditure hereafter,
to the end that modern schools may be furnished a greater num-
ber of children from the funds expended.

The charge is again being made that the United States gets
free water at the expense of the water users of the District.
The constant repetition of a false statement does not make the
statement true, and the charge of free water against the Federal
Government, no matter how often made, will not make the state-
ment true. It may, however, mislead some people into believing
that it is true, and that is the obvious purpose of the statement.

The water system is now, and has been since 1917, a self-sup-
porting activity, It is free from debt. Originally the entire
system was built and paid for by the United States, and Dis-
trict consumers were allowed to tap the United States mains
and take water free of charge. Gradually this system has been
changed. At the present time the War Department controls
the main gystem from Great Falls to the distribution reservoirs.
The distributing system is under the control of the Water De-
partment of the District of Columbia. No charge is made to
either the Distriet of Columbia or the United States for water
used—hence the charge of free water. Such a charge can only
be based upon the premise that the District of Columbia owns
;he e;lt.[re water system. Such is not the case. What are the

acts

On page 731 of the hearings on this bill will be found a finan-
cial statement as of June 30, 1929, of the water-supply system.
This statement shows that there is a capital investment in the
water system of $34,472247.76. Of that amount the United
States has paid $10,931,923.97, the District of Columbia $9,082,-
346.53, and there has been paid from the revenues of the water
department $14,457,977.26, which represents earnings on the
United States and District investment. The United States has
contributed either on the basis of 6040 or 50-50 to the fund
from which the District's $9,085,346.53 was taken. But let us
for the purpose of this statement credit the entire amount to
the District. So that on the basis of moneys actually invested,
exclusive of earnings invested, the United States owns 54 per
cent of the water system and the District 46 per cent of the
system. Or if earnings are to be considered, then 81.7 per cent
has been paid by the United States, 26.3 per cent by the District,
and 42 per cent from earnings of the department.

There has been paid out by the United States for maintenace
$1,473,871.92, by the District of Columbia $932,086.61, and from
earnings of the department $14,925767.97. There has been ex-
pended for construction and maintenance by the United States
$12,405,795.89, by the District of Columbia $10,014,433.14, and
from earnings $29,383,745.23, or a grand total of $51,803,974.26.

On the basis of amounts paid into the system for both con-
struction and maintenance, and excluding payments from the
water revenues, the United States owns 55 per cent of the
water system and the Distriet of Columbia owns 45 per cent,
Or, including the earnings, the United States has contributed 24
per cent of the total, the District 19.3 per cent of the total, and
56.7 per cent represents earnings.

In this financial statement the return to the United States,
on the basis of water used, is 2.22 per cent on its investment in
the system for both eonstruction and maintenance, and on the
same basis the return to the District is 6.3 per cent. The leak-
age of the entire system, except for 30,000,000 gallons from
Federal mains, is also charged to the District government’s con-
sumption in determining these percentages of return on invest-
ment. It is thought, however, that a more equitable distribu-
tion of the leakage would be to distribute it in the ratio of the
Federal, municipal, and District users' consumptions to the
total consumption—it is all one system and the same distrib-
uting mains supply all three classes of users. This would
apportion 17.67 per cent of the leakage to the United States,
8.92 per cent to the District government, and 73.41 per cent to
the District water users. The total consummption is 19,140,907,-
000 gallons a year. The total leakage in the system amounts to
8,223,143,000 gallons a year, or approximately 22,500,000 gallons
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daily. The bill this year carries an item of $40,000 for starting
a survey of water waste in the distributing system and for
reduction of this underground leakage. The statistics support-
ing this water-survey project are shown on pages 729 and 730
of the hearings. They show an estimated saving of 10,000,000
gallons of water a day, with a value of $29,169 a year, is to be
accomplished by a total appropriation of $130,000 over a 4-year
period.

As previously stated, the financial statement also uses as a
basis upon which earnings are to be figured, the amounts put
into the system by the United States and the District of Colum-
bia for both construction and maintenance. The percentages of
return on investinent are figured on a basis of both constructipn
and operation cost payments. Properly the $34,472,247.76, rep-
resenting construction costs only, is the capital investment in
the system.

Of this investment 54 per cent represents investment and in-
vested earnings thereon of the United States and 46 per cent
Investment and invested earnings of the Distriet government. On
that basis the United States has $18,615,013.79 invested in the
water system and the District government has $15,857,233.97.
Then on that basis of water consumed and with the leakage in
the systemr equitably distributed the United States is receiving
a return of 2.08 per cent on its investment, the District a return
of 1.23 per cent, and the combined return is 1.69 per cent.

The water department is now operating on a self-sustaining
basis. The cost of betterments and maintenance for a number
of years has been paid from earnings. No one can properly
quarrel with the economic soundness of that plan—yet there
are those in Washington who do oppose it and claim that all
expenses for betterments should be paid out of general revenues.
The reason for their opposition is easily understood. They are
the same group in Washington who demand that the United
States contribute on a percentage basis to the cost of running
the Distriet government.~ If water department betterments are
paid out of general revenues and if the United States should
again contribute on a percentage basis, then the United States
would contribute to the cost of those betterments; and even if we
do not contribute on a percentage basis they desire the general
revenue appropriation to be greater and the water department
less than now as a basis for a demand for a larger lump-sum
appropriation. So their concern is not with water rates, but
rather with flscal relations,

As an indication of the unfairness of those who attempt to get
more for less from the United States, note the headlines in the
Evening Star for March 20, 1930, “Huge drain on District of
Columbia water seen in House Office plan; local users would
pay for 1.830,000 gallons a day to ventilate new building.”

The obvious intent of the article is to make the District water
user feel that he is being robbed by the United States and to
stir up opposition to the water-rate increase which this bill
provides, for the article repeats the shelf-worn statement that—

In order to Improve a water plant already furnishing free water to
the United States Government, local water taxes are to be increased
87.6 per cent.

What are the facts? Instead of the contemplated ventilating
system using 1,850,000 gallons a day as the article states, the
system contemplated will use only 118 gallons a day. The sale
value of this 118 gallons of water per day amounts to the
stupendons sum of $3.45 a year.

On March 21, in an editorial entitled “ Free Water for Uncle
Sam,” the Star sald:

Yesterday's Star disclosed that plans for the new House Office Build-
ing suggest tapping the District's water system to use 1,200,000 gallons
of water a day to ventilate and cool the building. In addition to the
fact that this use of water would overtax mains and reduce the water
supply to private consumers in the area aifected, the water would be
pald for wholly by real-estate owners and taxpayers in the District.
Good old United States wounld cool the feverish brows and calm the
heated minds of Members of its House of Representatives at the ex-
pense of the unrepresented taxpayers of this community. The end,
desirable as it may be, does not justify the means.

In view of the fact that the total consumption for the ventilat-
ing and cooling system is estimated at 118 gallons a day and not
1,300,000 gallons a day as stated in the Star, a grave doubt is
raised as fto whose *feverish brow " really needs cooling.
[Laughter and Applause.]

As a matter of information the total consumption of water
for the new House Office Building is estimated at 100,000 gallons
a day. At the present time the consumption of water in the
Capitol, the Library of Congress, and the House and Senate
Office Buildings totals 665,000 gallons a day.

The Evening Star in their issue of March 24 carry a news
item correcting, in large part, their erroneous statements of
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fact about the use of water in the new House Office Build-
ing. However, they make no effort to correct the prejudicial
and misleading statements of their headline and editorial
writers.

On March 20, 1930, the Evening Star said that “local water
taxes are to be increased 37.6 per cent.,” On March 21 the same
publication states the average increase to be 26 per cent.

The Star also quotes Captain Oram as authority for the state-
ment that Washington has “an equity " of $23,540,000 in the
water system. Why do they not tell the whole truth to the
people of Washington? Washingion has invested from its
general fund in the water system $09,082,346,53. This sum is
taken from the general fund, to which the United States has
contributed both on the 50-50 and 60-40 plan, so it does not
even represent a payment of that amount by the taxpayers of
Washington. The United States has invested out of the Fed-
eral Treasury and exclusive of contributions to the District
treasury general fund $10,931,923.97. From the earnings of the
water system there has been invested in the water system
$14,457,977.26. Now, then, to get *an equity ” of $23,540,000 for
Washington, the Star takes credit to the city for not only the
capital invested from the Distriet general fund, which I con-
sider is proper, but also the Star claims credit to the District
for the entire earnings of the water department, when the Dis-
trict owns but 46 per cent of the plant. If you should give
credit to the United States for the entire investment, including
contribution to the District general fund, then the United States
owns 72 per cent of the water system and the District 28 per
cent. But the Hvening Star deems it perfectly proper to claim
the entire earnings for the District.

Again, the Star says that “ Washington has paid for its water
system,” and that there is “no bonded indebtedness on the
plant,” and, accordingly, water rates are lower here than in
other cities,

If the United States were willing to contribute 54 per cent of
the total cost of the water system of other American cities and
likewise contribute quite liberally to the general revenue of
those same citles as it does here, it is probable that other Ameri-
can cities could boast of having no debt and low water rates.
But the United States does not so contribute, and, accordingly,
other cities can not boast as Washington does about no debts
and low rates. I rather imagine that many American cities
would gladly accept the aid from the United States that has
been accorded Washington, If that aid were granted I doubt if
there is another American city that would complain about the
United States receiving a reasonable supply of water from a sys-
tem so jointly owned. All in all, it occurs to me that the
Evening Star's presentation of the water situation could well
be called the 1930 edition of the comedy of errors.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman understands that when the
water system was originally constructed it was constructed en-
tirely at the expense of the United States Government?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. COLLINS. Then, afterwards and for a long number of
years the Distriet paid gne-half of the cost of operating the
water department, including improvements, and the TUnited
States paid the other one-half, and all the revenues which, in
amount, were about the same as the cost of operations, went
into the Treasury of the United States Government to the credit
of the Distriet of Columbia.

Later the District of Columbia paid 60 per cent of the cost of
operating the water department, including improvements, and
the Government of the United States 40 per cent, and still all
revenues of the water department went into the Treasury to the
credit of the District of Columbia. The total cost of operating
the water department, including improvements, and the revenues
have been about the same. The District has been given all the
revenues and the United States has paid half of the cost of
operations and improvements, This means that the United
States has paid all the costs of constructing the water system
and all the improvements that have been added year after year;
this merely means that the United States has borne more than
100 per cent of the cost of the building of the water department
of the District of Columbia.

Mr. SIMMONS. On that theory of figuring, I take it the
gentleman is correct.

Mr. ABERNETHY., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I am wondering where this is all going
to lead. I see that the District of Columbia, particularly the
papers here, seem to have it in for Congress. What is the
trouble with us up here? What are they always pecking at us
about? [Laughter.] I understand the gentleman from Nebraska
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is standing up and defending the Congress, but I am just wonder-
ing if we will ever be able to get along with the Distriet.

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman knows that the reason for
the criticism of Congress in Washington is the fact that there
are Members of Congress who have some respect for the Treas-
ury of the United States and are unwilling to have it turned over
bodily to the people of the District of Columbia. In my judg-
ment, if we paid the entire cost of running the District govern-
ment out of the Federal Treasury, there are those in Washington
who would complain that we were not deing it on a grand
enough scale, and there are others who claim that under the
Constitution we have no right to tax the people of the District.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I want to say to the gentleman that I
went to a social function here the other day and met a very
distinguished lady. She found out that certain Members of
Congress were there, and she said she thought Congress ought
to be abolished because it was always picking on the District
of Columbia. [Laughter.] I am just wondering if the gentle-
man is going to keep us from being abolished. I want to com-
mend the gentleman for at least defending us. They seem to
have it in for us for some reason, and I do not understand it.
I merely make this observation for whatever in may be worth.
[Laughter and applause.]

Mr. SIMMONS. The appropriations carried in this bill this
year for the water department total $1,690940. Of this
amount $963,940 is for maintenance and $727,000 for better-
ments. On the basis of anticipated revenues at present rates
there will be a deficit of $142,000 in the water department dur-
ing the fiscal year 1931. Either water rates must be increased
or this deficit met out of general revenues. The District Com-
missioners have recommended the increases carried in the bill.
It is anticipated that the proposed rates will bring increased
revenues of about $453,000 per year and will enable the District
to carry on a b-year program of betterments.

On page 747 of the hearings is a table comparing water
charges in 27 American cities with the rates in Washington,
and showing that the average charge for domestic consumption
in the 27 cities is 67 per cent over the charges in the District
of Columbia. The increase proposed in this bill when effective
will still leave the average of the 27 cities 24 per cent higher
than the Washington rate for domestic consumption—see table
on page 749 of the hearings.

There can be no claim that the proposed rates are excessive
or unjust. A comparative statement of the new and proposed
rates appears on page 25 of the committee report on the bill,

The proposed rate increases will allow the proper expansion
of the water system without charging the cost to the general
fund, without the expedient of the issuance of bonds and the
increase in costs that would result. It is a pay-as-you-go policy
that will allow the District of Columbia to eontinue to have a
water system without debt and with a low-rate rate.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Recorp by inserting the committee’s report on the bill

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

Mr. TREADWAY. Before the gentleman yields the floor, may
I ask a question?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, =ir.

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman has been speaking of the
various items as he has gone along, and, as the gentleman
knows, I have been considerably interested in a connection
between Rock Creek Park and Potomac Park, known as the
Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway, I believe, referred to at the
bottom of page 89. I find by a comparison with previous years
there has been a slight increase in the appropriation for this
work, and from reading the report of the hearings and the testi-
mony of Colonel Grant I infer that the item carried now of
$134,755 is to complete the grading south from Massachusetts
Avenue to the so-called sea wall which is to be built. I want
to ask the gentleman to tell us the attitude either of the depart-
ment or the National Capital Park and Planning Commission
on the expeeted time of completion of this very important con-
nection so that the roadway will be usable for its entire length
between the two parks.

Mr, SIMMONS. I do not have the figures before me, but the
appropriation this year calls for the completion of the sea wall.
This will be completed under the item carried this year. Then
the item this year carrieg sufficient money to grade, as I under-
stand it, one roadway on either side of Rock Creek Park down
to the Florida Avenue connection. I would assume, although
there is no understanding about this, that next year money will
be carried in the bill to put in the paving. Ordinarily, between
grading and paving one year elapses in order to let the road
settle, and in particular is this necessary here in view of the
fact that there are a large number of cuts and fills to be made.
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Mr. TREADWAY. Then, if the usual program is carried out,
the next year's appropriation for this item would probably be
intended to be sufficient to cover the surfacing of the road from
Massachusetts Avenue to the sea wall so that the road would
then be usable,

Mr. SIMMONS. I assume so, although I would not want to
state that definitely.

Mr. TREADWAY. I am not trying to bind the gentleman,
of course, but I wanted to get the view of the chairman of the
committee as to the action that would probably be taken next

year,

Mr. SIMMONS. It would be a waste of money to grade with-
out immediately following that up with paving after the fill
has settled, and I assume that will be done in this instance.

Mr. TREADWAY. I thank the gentleman for the information
he has given the committee.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Has the gentleman in his remarks given
to the House the benefits that the District is receiving from the
enormous building program we are earrying on? Has the gen-
tleman elucidated the benefit the District is getting in compari-
son with the rest of the country?

Mr, SIMMONS. That is a matter the gentleman can arrive
at as well as I can.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Yes; but this constant criticism of Con-
gress is based on misstatements. I think the gentleman is to be
commended for his stand in defending the Congress. But the
point I have in mind is the comparison between the District of
Columbia and the balance of the country in the enormous build-
ing program that is being carried on. Practically half of this
enormous sum is being expended in the District of Columbia,
and naturally the inhabitants get the benefit of that situation.

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman may remember an editorial
in one of the Washington papers criticizing Congress in making
the publie-building authorization for the District of Columbia,
saying that it was too small, and in the same paper there was a
statement that the authorization for publie buildings through-
out the country was “ pork barrel.” There is no way of satisfy-
ing them.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I will

Mr. LINTHICUM. We have purchased the triangle down
here south of Pennsylvania Avenue for public buildings, we
have purchased the old Congress Hall Hotel property for our
office building, and we have purchased the land where the
Supreme Court building is to be erected. That takes from the
District a vast amount of taxable property for revenue. Does
the gentleman propose to make any provision for reimbursement
to the District for the loss of that decrease of revenue?

Mr. SIMMONS. If the gentleman will take the hearings of
last year on this bill and read the testimony of Assessor
Richards, I think he will find an answer to that argument per-
fectly logical and fair.

In the first place, the amount represented In the purchase by
the United States of this property can be divided, as Mr.
Richards says, into three parts: First, one-third the land value;
second, one-third the improvements thereon; and the third one-
third is the pure, unjustified excess cost to the United States
above actual value,

Now, the land value itself is increased in value. These build-
ings that are bought by the Government and torn down and are
immediately replaced in a higher value in other parts of the
city. Take the Southern Railroad Building that was bought by
the United States. They went to Fifteenth and K Streets on a
new site and erected a new building, and the District is receiv-
ing more money from taxation than it received prior to the time
the United States bought the building. Mr. Richards said that
the District is gaining in tax revenue, because the old buildings
of low value are being replaced by new buildings elsewhere in
the city of a higher value, and likewise the land north of Penn-
sylvania Avenue Is increasing in value and tax returns, so the
District is gaining and not losing as a result of these transac-
tions. That is the opinion of the assessor.

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. McSWAIN. And property not abutting these new public
buildings but in the vicinity of the real estate are enhanced in
the commercial value, and if the tax assessors do their duty the
result will be an increase of taxes,

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; the assessor went extensively into that
during the hearings last year.

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. KETCHAM. T listened with great interest to the gentle-
man’s speech and thought that when he ecame to the end there
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would be a decrease in the appropriations, but to my surprise I
found when I read the total that instead of decreasing the ap-
propriation they are increased about $3,000,000, or about 714 per
cent. Does that indicate any unfriendliness of the committee
toward the District?

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that the record will show that Con-
gress and the Bureau of the Budget has been very friendly to
the District. Of course, $3,000,000 in this bill is money carried
for the purchase of the municipal-center property.

The two items that I discussed at length are very greatly
increased in amount, and, in particular, the school facilities
that we provide in this bill are far beyond what the school
officials asked for when they went before the Budget last year,
and are more than the Budget recommended to the Congress.

Mr. KEETCHAM. The reason I asked this question is be-
cause I was afraid that those who have been sitting around
this afternoon might infer that not only the gentleman and his
committee but the whole Congress of the United States are
extremely unfriendly to the District of Columbia, and I thought
it worth a moment’s time to call attention to the fact that
notwithstanding all that has been said, when it comes right
down to the real thing, we have appropriated $3,000,000 more
than we did last year. .

Mr, SIMMONS. This is the largest and probably the most
liberal bill that I have had to do with in five years.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting therein
the report of the committee. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The report is as follows:

The Committee on Appropriations submits the following report in
explanation of the accompanying bill making appropriations for the
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1931 :

SCOPE OF THE BILL

The bill embraces all regular annual appropriations chargeable partly
to the Treasury of the United States and partly to the revenues of the
District of Columbia, including appropriations on account of park areas
under the jurisdiction of the Director of Public Buildings and Public
Parks, the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, the Zoologi-
cal Park, and for certain work being performed under the supervision of
the Engineer Department of the Army.

APPROPRIATIONS AND ESTIMATES

The estimates of appropriations upon which this bill is based were
submitted by the President in the Budget for the fiscal year 1931 and
will be found in detail in that document under chapter 13, pages 1355
to 1479, inclusive, and in supplemental estimates submitted in House
Document No. 810. There follows a summary of the regular annual
appropriations for 1930, the Budget estimates for 1931, including the
supplemental estimates, and the amounts proposed in the bill for 1931,
separated in several funds so as to indicate in a general way the sources
of revenue from which the appropriations will be met. The totals of
the permament annual and indefinite appropriations (amounts which
it is not necessary to carry in the annual appropriation bill) are also
shown at the foot of the table and included in with the grand total so
as to indicate the final figures affecting the fiscal affairs of the District
of Columbia. .

Appropriations and estimates, Distriet of Columbla
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The regular annual appropriations under which the Distriet of Colum-
bia goverment is operating for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1830,
total $41,487,615. The amount recommended for the fiscal year 1931 as
contained in the President's Budget (and including the supplemental
estimates amounting to $684,300) total $45,502,028. The amount that
bas been recommended by the committee in the accompanying bill is
$45,334,317, an increase of $3,846,702 over the 1930 appropriations,
and a decrease of $165,711 under the total Budget estimates submitted
for the next fiscal year. The following table will show the distribution
of these figures between the various divisions and services of the munici-
pal government. An explanation of the committee's action in each
instance appears under the appropriate heading in this report and an
itemized tabulation of the figures at the end.

TAX RATE AND FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION

The committee has recommended the usual Federal contribution of
$90,000,000, which amount has been carried for the past several years.
Provision has been made in the bill that the present tax rate on real
estate and tangible personal property shall nmot be reduced during the
next fiscal year,

COMMISSIONERS

As in the instance of the other appropriation bills where the Com-"
mittee on Appropriations has excepted the assistant heads of the execu-
tive departments from the * average provision" with reference to the
classification act of 1923, as amended, contained in all appropriation
bills, which precludes the average of the salaries of the total number of
persons under any grade in any bureau, office, or other appropriation
unit from exceeding the average of the compensation rates specified for
the grade by such act, the committee has excepted the two clvil com-
missioners likewise. The average salary rate of grade 15, senior execu-
tive officer, is $8,500. Excepting this grade.from the provision men-
tioned above new civil commissioners appointed could go to the top of
the grade, $0,000, after appointment.

SALARY INCREASES

When the estimates were presented to the committee, automatic in-
creases to the extent of $245,573 for teachers, policemen, and firemen
were contained In the total, and increases to employees under the
classification act of 1923, as amended, amounting to $100,683. The com-
mittee's recommendations contain the amounts necessary for the auto-
matic increases, but, with several exceptions where employees were at
the minimum of their respective grade, salary increases in the neighbor-
hood of $100,000 have mot been recommended. This committee in
reporting the District appropriation bill in 1929, included an amount
of $163,041 for salary increases, and last year (1930) an amount of
$572,000, due to the Welch Act increases, was included in the bill,
making a total altogether for the past two years of $735,000, On the
basis of this large amount, which has been devoted exclusively to salary
increases in that period, the committee refused to recommend an addi-
tional $100,000 for the next year, This, of course, does not mean that
no ealary increase can be made during that time, because money in
appropriations is usnally available due to resignations, lapses in salaries,
turnover, etc.,, and where an especial case is presented, it can be taken
care of. After making a comparison with the employees in the execu-
tive departments, the committee was of the opinion that the municipal
employees of the District of Columbia stood on a very favorable basis,

BUILDING INSPECTION DIVISION

The estimates presented to the committee for the building inspec-
tion division were based upon the addition of 18 new positions, at a
total salary obligation of $42,640. These embraced one first deputy
inspector of buildings at $4,600; 1 zoning engineer in the engineers'
section at $3,200; 1 chief concrete and steel Inspector and 1 senior
Inspector of concrete at $3,200 and $2,600, respectively, in the engi-
neer inspectors’ section ; an assistant chief elevator inspector at $2,800;
and 2 field inspectors at $2,000 each in the elevator inspectors' sec-
tlon; 1 inspector at $2,000 in the fire-escape section; 5 inspectors at
$2,300 each in the general inspectors’ section; and 1 clerk and 1 mes-
senger. The commitiee has recommended all of these positions with
the exception of the deputy inspector of buildings and the messenger,
both of which it was felt were unnecessary. Salary increases to the
extent of $2,000 also were mot recommended.

PLUMBING INSPECTION DIVISION

Under the figures in the bill for the plumbing inspection division
there is recommended $43,100, which figures differ from the present
year by including the recommendation of an assistant plumbing Inspec-
tor at $2,600 needed to Inspect the installation of automatic refrigera-
tors, which have been Increasing in large numbers under new construc-
tion. Under new regulations which it is contemplated to be adopted by
the District Commissioners, the necessary requirements for the position
must be possessed by a man who has had wide experience in automatic
refrigeration and factory experience.

ASSESSOR'S OFFICE

There is recommended for the office of the district assessor $223,070
for next year, an increase of $15,560 over this year. In the amount
proposed in the bill salary increases for the eight assistant assessors
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. from $4,600 to $4,800 have been approved. An amount of $1,100 also
has been included with the recommendations to bring the salary of the
assessor from $£6,400, the amount which he now receives, up to §7,500,
or from the maximum of grade 13 up to the maximum of grade 14, in
the event that this position is reallocated. New positions provided for
in the estimates and approved by the committee provide for one deputy
asgsessor and four additional clerks and the transfer of two positions
heretofore on the per diem roll of the engineer's department to the
assessor's roll. The salary proposed for the deputy assessor in the esti-
mates was $4,800. Being a new position, it has not as yet been allo-
cated ; so the committee, recognizing the necessity of having a first as-
sistant to the assessor, has included $1,000 in the bill, with the expecta-
tion of this position instead of being allocated at the minimum of grade
12, $4,600, that it be allocated to the minimum of grade 13, $5,600, and
that the assessor be allocated up to the maximum of grade 14, $7,500,
which respective grades are consistent with the importance of the duties
coming under these two positions,

LICENSE BUREAU

For personal services, the Dbill carries the same amount as for the
present year, a small item covering $120 for a salary increase having
been eliminated.

An estimate for $20,000 for the purchase of motor-vehicle identifica-
tion tags bas been recommended. This is to cover the cos* of approxi-
mately 170,000 pairs of automobile identification tags at 12 cents a pair.
These tags will be manufactured, as they have been for several years
past, at the District of Columbia Reformatory at Lorton, Va., by the
inmates of that institution as one of the industrial activities conduected
there. In the fiscal year 1930 the cost of manufacturing these tags
was paid for out of the appropriation for maintenance of the reforma-
tory, an item having been included in that appropriation for that pur-
pose. For the fiscal year 1931 the above appropriation of $20,000 is in-
cluded In order that the superintendent of licenses may make transfer
to the working capital fund to cover the cost of manufacturing these
tags.

AUDITOR'S OFFICE

An appropriation of $126,200 is suggested next year for the office of
the District auditor, an increase over this year of $7,560. This increase
covers one new employee to assist the fleld examiner of this office in his
examination of the books and other records of revenue-producing bureaus
in the District government, and the transfer of four per diem employees
to the annual roll who are now paid from appropriations under the
control of the englneer's department.

OFFICE OF THE CORPORATION COUNSEL

Including a supplemental estimate of $6,600, appropriations for
salaries exceeding the amount for the present year by $10,520 have
been included im the bill. Two additional stenographers at $1,440
each, made necessary by increased work in the office, are included in
the increase. A supplemental amount of $6,600 makes up most of
the balance, to provide for an assistant to the corporation counsel
who shall be an expert in public utilities law and practice. The
corporation counsel is the general counsel of the Public Utilitics Com-
mission, and this commission urged that provision be made for the ap-
pointment of an assistant so skilled in the field of public utilities law
as to be able adequately to handle the complex legal questions that are
coming before the commission in increased number. The original de-
partmental recommendation for this position was $7,500. Under the
law affected by the * average provision,” however, any appointment
made could not be at this rate of compensation. The average salary of
the grade into which such a position would fall is $7,000. Any appolnt-
ment made could not exceed this average of $7,000, and as this grade
ig already occupied by one assistant corporation counsel at $7,000 the
committee has recommended a salary of $8,500 for this new position,
which is at the minimum of the grade.

An amount of $10,000, not considered in the Budget but added by
the committee in the form of a legislative paragraph, is contained in
the bill authorizing the employment of a special assistant to the cor-
poration counsel to investigate the title of the Chesapeake & Ohio
Canal Co. to certain lands, properties, and rights appurtenant thereto,
and the said company's authority to occupy such lands. The lands in
question are those through which the old Chesapeake & Ohio Canal
used to operate.

EASTERN AND WESTERN MARKETS

An estimate of $10,000 has been approved providing suitable sheds
and facilities for the use of farmers retailing farm produce at the
Eastern and Western Markets. At the present time no such apparatus
is available, and during inclement weather in backing their vehicles up
against the curb to display produce on the sidewalk the farmers
undergo severe hardships. With the proposed sheds to be built this
will be obviated.

FARMERS’ PRODUCE MARKET

The act of Congress, approved March 2, 1929, entitled “An act au-
thorizing the acquisition of a site for the farmers' produce market, and
for other purposes,” approved the purchase or condemnation of all of
squares 354 and 355 as a site for the said market, and also required
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that within the amount of the limit of cost of $300,000, all necessary
work shall be performed, including the clearing and leveling of the
ground and the erection thereon of protecting sheds and suitable stalls
and stands, The estimate submitted of $300,000, which proposed to
expend $225,000 for the purchase of the site, and $75,000 for excavating,
grading, improvements, etc., has been recommended.

HIGHWAYS DEPARTMENT

Salaries: An increase of $7,960 brings the total for salaries under
the highways department up to $223,650. Three new positions are
figured under this inerease—an engineer of tests, at $4,600, and two
clerks, at $1,800 and $1,560, respectively, transferred from the office
of the engineer department to the highways department. The service
of the engineer inspector is to increase the department's efficiency in
the analysis and control of materials entering into construction, both
at the source of supply and manufacturing point.

Highway garage and shops and extension of auto repair shop: Last
year a sum of $205,000 was appropriated to provide for the removal
of the highways department shops, ete., to the Bryant Street pumping
station, and, in this connection, to make certain other desirable eco-
nomical arrangements for servicing, repairing, and housing municipal
automobiles, An amount of $150,000 is carried in the bill this year to
complete this program.

. SEWER DEPARTMENT

A nominal increase to provide for the services of an assistant to the
superintendent of sewers, at $2,600 a year, and an amount of $800
covering reallocations is included in the next year's budget for the
sewer department, bringing the total for personal services up to
$196,600. The duties of the superintendent of sewers are manifold and
the committee felt justified in recommending the new employee to relieve
him of some of his less Important burdens.

TREES AND PARKING

The sum of $25,100 is contained in the bill for the salary item for
the trees and parking service, which figure includes an additional fore-
man at $1,620 per annum and $400 to permit the salary of the super-
intendent to be increased to $5,200 a year.

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

Six new positions are embraeed in the appropriation recommended
for the Public Utilities Commission’s activities during the next fiscal
year, including 1 senior engineer at’ $4,600, 1 assistant engineer
at $2,600, 1 junior engineer at $2,000, 1 aecountant and auditor
at $8,200, and an assistant auditor and stenographer at $2,000 and
$1,620, respectively. The committee has approved all of these positions
in view of the increase in the importance and amount of work now com-
ing before the commission for its decision. The total amount recom-
mended for 1931 is $02,620,

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR OF TRAFFIC

Proposing 10 new positions under the office of the director of traffie,
the Budget estimates for personal services amounted to $53,540. Nine
of these positions covered 1 chief examiner at $1,800, 7 assistant exam-
iners at $1,620 each, and 1 traffic record clerk at $1,440. With this
civilian personnel it was proposed to supplant the policemen personnel
who are now used to conduct the examinations of applicants for opera-
tors’ permits. At the present time there are 12 policemen engaged in
the office of the director of traffic, 9 conducting drivers’ examinations,
1 acting as a llaison officer between the police force and the director
of traffic, and 2 driving trucks carrying paint and supplies for the
painting of signs, ete. Under the set-up that was proposed two per diem
employees paid from the maintenance appropriation were to take the
place of the two policemen mow driving trucks, and the ehief examiner
was to take the place of the so-called liaison officer. The committee
has disallowed the clvilian positions proposed, recommending that nine
policemen still be maintained in the traffic director's office for conduct-
ing these examinations. The committee suggests transferring the other
three policemen back to the force for regular police work, following up
the original idea of using two per diem employees for the truck-driving
work, instead of using regular policemen at a salary range of from
$1,800 to $2,100 for this work, and discontinuing the position of lalson
officer as unnecessary.

The tenth position, that of storekeeper at $1,800, now being held by
2 per dlem employee, the committee has also disallowed, proposing that
the work should continue to be done by a per diem employee,

The estimate for purchase and installation of trafic equipment,
$103,000 (an increase of $59,300) has been approved. An additional
$38,000 necegsary for installation of traffic signals absorbs most of the
increase.

PUBLIC LIERARY

Appropriations for the Free Public Library are carried under several
different paragraphs. It was proposed in the Budget to amalgamate
some of them under one head, which idea did not meet with the com-
mittee’'s approval. With the exception of a reduction of $6,260 for
proposed salary increases, the committee has approved the estimate
submitted covering salaried positions for the various branches of the

library service, and included over the Budget figure, a position at $1,440,
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for use a8 a carpenter for cabinet work, repairs to library stacks, ete.
Ellminating the salary increase is consistent with the committee's
action in nearly all parts of the bill, and explained heretofore.

In the purchase fund for the acquisition of books, the committee has
added $16,000 to the total, allowing for this purpose next year $54,500.
Testimony was presented indicating that the original figure was not
sufficlent to provide the needs of some of the branch libraries and
hence the committee’s action, An item of major importance contained
in the Budget has been recommended in the bill. This is a sum of
$150,000 for building a branch library in the northeastern section of
the city.

CONTINGENT AND MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES

For the contingent and miscellaneous expenses for the District
government, such as printing and binding, motor vehicles, postage,
advertising, etc., the committee recommends a total of $293,066, an
incrense of $15,100 over this year, and an increase of $5,000 over the
Budget amount, Of this increase, $10,150 is for the purchase of type-
writing and calculating machines, perforating machines, adding ma-
chines, and remittance-control machines, to put into operation in the
assessor's and collector’s offices certain changes recommended by the
General Accounting Office. The additional increase of $05,000 is in the
printing and binding fund of the department, distributed generally over
the different bureaus and divisions.

MUNICIPAL CENTER PROJECT

Under the act of Congress approved February 28, 1929, entitled “An
act to provide for the establishment of a municipal center in the Dis-
trict of Columbia,” the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are
authorized and directed to acquire by purchase or condemnation all of
squares 490, 491, and 533, and reservation 10, as a site for a munleipal
center, and to construct thereon necessary bulldings to house municipal
activities. Under the terms of a joint resolution, approved June 15,
1929 (Pub. Res, 17, Tlst Cong.), $3,000,000 was appropriated toward
starting the purchase of land. About $2,500,000 has been obligated up
to the present time. It is estimated that about $6,500,000 will be
necessary to complete the purchase of the four squares. There s recom-
mended in the bill a second $3,000,000 to carry the project forward,
which will leave a balance to be provided at a later date of $500,000.

For the purpose of organizing a force of draftsmen for the prepara-
tion of plans and design of buildings to be used in the municipal center
a sum of $65,000 is recommended. It is proposed to employ about 14
draftsmen independent of the present force in the municipal architect’s
office, especially qualified on monumental work, devote approximately
$8,000 for the purchase of supplies and expend about $£9,000 for a
model for the complete group of buildings to be erected in the four
BqUATES,

SEWERS

Showing a reduction under the present year of $15,500, the commit-
tee has recommended $1,472,500 for sewerage work in the District of
Columbia next year. The appropriations remain the same with two ex-
ceptions. For suburban sewers $675,000 has been recommended, being
an increase of $63,000, which will permit increased work for suburban
construction in advance of street paving, both of which departments
operate in close coordination under the present system. For assess-
ment and permit work, which permits the construction of service
sewers, s0 called because of the fact that these are the sewers which
actunlly provide direct service to the abutting property, an amount of
$285,000 has been provided, which is $55,000 less than this year and a
reduction of $35,000 less than the Budget figure, This reduction has
been made because of sizable unexpended balances remaining available
at the end of each fiscal year and the authority granted in the bill
permitting these unexpended balances to be available for the ensuing
fiscal year instead of lapsing into the Yreasury as in the case of other
appropriations.

COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL OF CITY REFUSE

For street cleaning, dust prevention, and disposal of refuse $1,672,260
is recommended for 1931. This is an increase of §58,360 over this year
and an increase of $28,880 over the Budget. The increases provide for
two additional foremen for supervisory work on the streets, an increase
of $40,000 for dust prevention, cleaning, and snow removal, and $15,000
for the disposal of refuse. An item originally contained in the District
budget of $550,000 for completing the construction of two high-tempera-
ture incinerators for the destruction of combustible refuse has been
transferred from the District bill and incorporated in the first deficiency
bill, due to the urgent need of this plant.

PLAYGROUNDS

For operation of the public playgrounds the bill carries $288,000,
which i{s an increase of $30,000. The contingent expense fund absorbs
$20,000 of this increase, to be used in the construction of three field
houses at a cost of $3,000 each, and the remaining $20,000 for the pur-
pose .of improving the municipal playgrounds. The balance of the
increase ($1,000) is for the purchase of additional supplies and school
equipment.
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For salaries, lighting, etc., a total of $1,131,720, an apparent reduc-
tlon of $8,710 under the present year, is contained in the bill. In
1930 an appropriation for lighting amounting to $950,000 was made.
For 1931 only $915,000 was requested, but authority is recommended
making an unexpended balance of $84,750 available during 1931, which
will make a total of $999,750 available during next year, which it is
believed is sufficient to maintain the existing lighting system and permit
expansion in 1831 similar to that installed during 1930.

The committee has inserted a provision in the bill appropriating the
sum of $25,000 for the purpose of allowing the District electrical depart-
ment’s engineers to make a study of the power needs of the Distriet of
Columbia as to the desirability of establishing a municipally owned
power plant in the city.

BTREET AND ROAD IMPROVEMENT AND REPAIR

With the exception of two appropriation units, the amount* recom-
mended in the bill for repairs and improvements to the streets and
roads in the District of Columbia remain unchanged from the figures
in the Budget. The committee's action, reflected in totals, recommend
an amount of $4,078,000 for 1931, an increase over this year of $239,600,
and a decrease of $182,900 under the Budget. The two major instances
where the committee's recommendations varied from the Budget recom-
mendations were the failure to Include in the bill the estimate of
$211,000 for the elimination of the Fern Street grade crossing, and
certain changes with reference to the street items under the gasoline
tax, road, and street fund. The committee was not sympathetically
inclined at this time to the expenditure of $211,000 to construct an
underpass under the Baltimore & Ohlio Railroad tracks at Fern and
Varnum Streets, when projects of more importance are pending.

With reference to improvements under the gasoline-tax fund, the
committee's recommendations go above the Budget recommendations by
$45,100, This is brought about in this way: An item to repave
Sixteenth Street NW., from Columbia Road to what Iz known as
Tiger Bridge at a cost of $136,000 has not been recommended. On its
tour of the streets, the committee, while recognizing that the street
at this juncture had ratber a bigh crown in its center, and in places
the gutters needed improvement, still was of the opinion that it was
in adequate repair to carry Sixteenth Street traffic for one or possibly
two more years. To offset this reduction the committee has inserted
two major items, which it deemed of much more importance from ‘a
traffic standpoint than the item eliminated. These are the widening
of H Street NW., from Seventh to Thirteenth, including the necessary
sewer and water main connections, $103,000, and the paving of New
York Avenue NE., Florida Avenue to Bladensburg Road, $195,000. The
Budget contained an item of $38,300 for grading New York Avenue be-
tween the above boundaries during 1881 ; but the committee was of the
opinion that New York Avenue was an important enough traffic lane
to go ahead with the paving at the same time. Nine other street items
the importance of which no doubt was not apparent at the time the
Budget was submitted have been included by the committee, These,
at the behest of different citizens' organizations and after the com-
mittee had inspected their necessity.

About five years ago an amount was appropriated for a convenience
station at Ninth and F Streets NW. Later the inadvisability of build-
ing a station at this point developed, and since that time (the amount
having been reappropriated each year) at each point which has been
gelected some objection appeared or has been raised. The committee,
therefore, this year, under the appropriations for the purchase of school
and playground sites, has inserted language abandoning the building of
such a station and reapproprinted the money to be used for building
gites for schools and playgrounds. A sum of $7,000, in the maintenance
fund for convenience stations, which had been earried in anticlpation
of the building of the above station has been taken out of the estimate,

PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Including supplemental estimates amounting to $380,000, received
after the estimates had been submitted in the annual Budget, the amount
the committee had under consideration for the conduet of the public-
school system in the District of Columbia for 1931 amounted to $13,-
G48,810. The amount the committee has recommended is $13,651,530, an
increase over the present year of £1,666,930, and an increase over the
Budget of $2,720. In arriving at the amount carried in the bill, while
it represents, as indicated, practically the amount submitted to the com-
mittee for its consideration, the committee did not, in many instances,
accept the Budget figures on individual items, but made a number of
changes. These changes are explained herewith in detail.

Salaries: For personal services of administrative and supervisory
officers a total of $£660,500 was submitted, an increase of $12,760.
This increase proposed three mew positions, the salary of a principal
of the new Eliot Junior High School, to be ready some time the early
part of 1931, and the salaries of two presidents for the two teachers
colleges at $5,000 per annum each. The committee bhas recommended
the salary of the principal. With reference to the teachers' colleges,
it will be recalled that last year, when the District of Columbia appro-
priation bill was being considered by Congress, provision was made
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that the section of the law existing at that time ghould be repealed,
giving preference to graduates from the District normal schools in
receiving teacher appointments. At the same time, in order to provide
graduates from local normal schools with the same facility for train-
ing that, no doubt, would be possessed by many applicants competing
from cities outside the DFistrict of Columbia, the Board of Education
was authorized to expand the two existing normal schools into teachers'
colleges, with a regular 4-year course, The estimate under the ap-
propriation for the salaries of teachers provides for eight professors at
an annual salary of $4,000 a year each, to be used in the Wilson
Teachers' College and the Miner Teachers’ College, which the committee
has approved. It was not the intention when these teachers' colleges
were initiated by the legislation referred to, and the 3-year course ex-
tended to-a 4-year course, that a faculty comparable to that necessary
for a junior college should be instituted. The need is not now apparent,
and the committee has refused to recommend the salaries for these
proposed presidents,

Personal services of clerks and other employees: The estimates pro-
posed seven additional clerks at $1,440 a year, and one at $480, to
work part time. Two of these clerks were to be assigned to the pro-
posed teachers’ college presidents which, as already stated, the commit-
tee did not approve. The committee, therefore, did not recommend the
salaries for these two clerks, and in addition reduced the amount an
additional $1,440, covering the position of a clerk formerly required in
connection with the work of a supervising principal who is now retired
and whose vacancy was not filled. Salary increases to the extent of
$2,180 have been eliminated.

SALARIES OF TEACHERS AND LIERARIANS

For the payment of salaries of the teachers, librarians, and annuoal
substitutes in the public-school system of the District of Columbia for
the current year there was appropriated last year a total of $5,982,600.
This amount provided a force of 2,780 teachers, 10 librarians, and 24
annual substitutes.

The estimates submitted to the committee this year for the next fiscal
year ending June 80, 19381, reached a total of §6,272,000, and proposed
a force of 2,768 teachers, 10 librarians, and 24 annual substitutes. This
contemplated an increase of 30 elementary, junior-high, and high-school
teachers, 8§ professors for use in the 2 teachers’' colleges, and addi-
tional allowance of $300 per annum each to 20 assistant professors, also
to be used in the teachers’ colleges, The net increase¢ in money as
between this year and next was $289,400—$206,240, which is the net
requirement for adjustments and increases of salaries, and $83,160 for
additional teachers, professors, and emoluments, as indicated.

The committee has recommended the sum of §206,240 for longevity
increases, which increases are fixed in accordance with the provisions of
the act of June 4, 1924, It has not recommended the salary sum of
$83,160, although it approved 11 additional teachers instead of 30; it
also approved the 8 professors at $4,000 per annum each for the teach-
ers’ colleges, and eliminated the $300 additional per annum to 20 assist-
ant professors (class 3A teachers, at $2,200 each) who are already
teaching in these teachers' schools, upon the following basis:

During the hearings the committee conducted this year when the
school officials were before it it was developed that the Distriet of
Columbia was greatly overstaffed with kindergarten teachers, and that
while the average number of kindergarten pupils enrolled per teacher
in all cities of 100,000 population or more in the United States (as
shown by a statement issued by the United States Bureau of Education),
was 57.9, the average in Washington was 31.8 kindergarten pupils per
teacher. It was agreed by the school officials that by readjusting kinder-
gartens to 214-hour sessions instead of 3-hour sessions, each teacher
to have two classes, one in the morning and one in the afternoon, and
average not to exceed 55 pupils per day per teacher, and by abolishing
underage kindergartens, that 7 classrooms and 78 teachers could be saved.
At the present time, due to statutory prohibition, kindergarten teachers
can not teach, although guite capable, even in the lower classes of the
elementary schools. To obviate this restriction, the committee has
ingerted into the bill, and with acquiescence on the part of the school
officials, the following legislative provision :

“Provided, That teachers employed in kindergartens are hereby made
eligible for transfer to teach in grades 1 to 4, inclusive, of the elemen-
tary schools.”

It is estimated that the effect of this language will be to make avail-
able for elementary-school purposes up to the fourth grade, inclusive,
78 excess kindergarten teachers, at a total saving in salaries of $140,000,
and it is the understanding between the school officials and the com-
mittee that these positions will be absorbed into the school system where
and whenever possible before accepting new teachers from the normal-
school eligibility list.

. As has been stated, the estimates proposed 30 new elementary, junior
high, and high-school teachers, and the committee, in recommending the
total sum of §6,188,840, propose 11 teachers, as follows:

The committee has r ded all teach where they are to be
used for new classrooms, and has disallowed all requested teachers
where they were to be used for relieving heavy classes, upon the basis
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of the average number of pupils per teacher in the different grades of
publie-school education, as shown in the following statement prepared
by the United States Bureau of Education:

Average number of pupils per teacher, number of teachers employed, and *

number neccssary as compared with other cities, for the school year
ending June 80, 1928

[Prepared by the Office of Education, Department of Interior]

% S Ave l'tager a&:tmnl
num COS! o -
mpmf\gmmuod N“a-}hef tion per J;uiPi] in
per Number average at-
s teachers | {endance .
. Schools employed| t0 be
In all in Waah e
cities of ington, | Ableto | In cities i
100,000 [il:‘lwm' * | all ;:il.les of ma.w lin Wash-
& gton, et n popu’ ngton,
IE?&H; D. 0. Group 1| tionor | D.C.
more et
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A glance at this statement will show that in the kindergarten, ele-
mentary, junior high, high, vocational, and normal schools in all citles
in the United States of 100,000 population or more, the District of
Columbia stands in an extremely favorable light as regards the number
of pupils per teacher. In fact, in each instance, the District is much
below the average.

Eight teachers in class 1A at $1,400 per annum were requested, 2 for
two additional rooms at the Buchanan School, and 4 as additional
teachers. The committee recommends the 2 teachers for the Buchanan
School.

Four teachers in class 2A at $1,800 per annum, additional junior
high teachers which the committee does not recommend.

Six teachers in class 2A at $1,800 per annum, and three teachers in
clags 2C at $2,200 per annum, all requested in conjunction with the
proposed opening on February 1, 1931, of the new Ellot Junior High
School, all of which the committee does recommend.

Four teachers in class 2C at $2,200 per annum and five teachers in
class 8A at $2,200 per annum, for readjustments in heavy classes, which
the committee does not recommend.

Eight professors, at §4,000, for the two teachers' colleges the com-
mittee recommends, but does not recommend, as stated heretofore, the
proposed sum of $8,000 to be distributed among 20 assistants as salary
additions. '

It is the committee's recommendation that only such new teachers as
are indicated herein shall be added to the teaching force of the public-
school system of the Distriet of Columbia during the next fiscal year.
Any money that remains in the appropriation, after complying with the
provision respecting the use of kindergarten teachers in the elementary
grades, shall not be used but shall be allowed to lapse,

Vacation schools and playgrounds: For the instruction and super-
vision of children in the vaecation schools and playgrounds the sum of
$36,000 has been recommended, which is an addition of £3,000 over this
year., It is proposed with this increase to open two new summer junior
high schools and provide three additional teachers in the Central High
Summer School.

Community center department: For the work of the community cen-
ter department the committee made a reduction in the estimate of
$3,000, bringing this appropriation back to $42,000, the amount this
department Is operating under at the present time. The personnel will
remain the same, the increase covering materials and equipment which
were thonght unnecessary.

Care of buildings and grounds: For the payment of salaries of the
custodial staff of the public-school system the amount presented in the
estimates was $806,910, an increase of $44,910. This increase embraced
salary increases of $20,020 (which have been disallowed) and 14 new
positions as laborers, gardeners, etc., amounting to $8,090. These posi-
tions have been recommended, nine of which are made necessary by
the opening some time in the early part of 1931 of the new Eliot Junior
High Bchool. The balance represents a transfer of $6,000 from an
appropriation heretofore carried separately for care of smaller bulldings
and rented rooms,

Furniture, eguipment, and supplies: When the hearings were con-
ducted this year in comnection with the purchase of furniture, equip-
ment, and supplies by the school department, it was quite apparent
to the committee that a proper spirit of economy in requisitioning
different articles for school needs was lacking in the purchasing end
of the school system. In fact, in many instances, it developed, after
the committee had examined copies of &8 number of the requisitions
that had been approved during the past year that expenditures for
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articles were extravagant, and in some cases useless, The specifica-
tions on some of the requisitions were so drawn as to exclude proper
competition among the several manufacturers of a specific article.
This, because Instead of having standards of types of equipment for
the public schools, not infrequently the head of a particular school in-
dieales n certaln preference for some particular object, and the specifi-
cation is so drawn. It was with this and the general inefiiciency of
the business end of the school system in mind that last year when
the bill was under consideration the committee of its own volition In-
cluded a salary in the bill for a so-called business manager to take
over, under the superintendent of schools, but in ecooperation with the
commissioners the whole business administration. A joint meeting was
‘held between the Senate and House subcommittees, the school board,
and the school officials, and it was indicated clearly at that time that
the committee was not satisfied with the existing business administra-
tion of the school system, and reasons stated why the salary for a
business manager was included. Apparently, although every effort was
made at the time, the committee did not make itself clear, because the
same haphazard method of procedure in requisitioning furniture, equip-
ment, and supplies, and the same organization maintained through which
requisitions were approved, was in existence this year when the school
officials were before the committee, as existed last year when the com-
mittee took the action indicated. It is for that reason this year that
the committee has inserted in the bill a limitation to the effect that mo
money appropriated in the proposed bill for the purchase of furniture
and equipment for the public schools of the Distriet of Columbia shall
be expended unless the reguisitions of the Board of Education therefor
shall be approved by the Commisgioners of the District of Columbia,

The committee has reduced the estimate for furniture estimated for
new gchool needs by $10,100, believing the amount originally presented
excessive, TUnder the paragraph for contingent expenses, ete., the com-
mittee has reduced the amount of §50,000 for equipment and repair of
equipment at Central and Dunbar High Schools by $5,000, and eliminated
the item of $62,000 for stage equipment at the same schools.

Textbooks : A supplemental estimate of $240,000 was presented for
consideration for purchasing textbooks for high-school pupils In accord-
anee with the recent act of Congress. Of this amount $9,000 was for
personnl services. The committee has recommended a total of $231,000
for textbooks, eliminating the $9,000 for personal services,

BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

School buildings : Including supplemental estimates for additional
school-bullding needs, the amount presented in the Budget this year for
new school buildings, additions, ete,, amounted to $3,080,000. The com-
mittee has increased this amount, and there is recommended in the bill
for the same purposes $3,240,000. In considering the school-building
needs of the District this year, the committee adopted the policy of
eliminating all combination gymnasiums and assembly halls in the ele-
mentary schools that were proposed and using this money for the build-
ing of additional schoolrooms, The gymnasiums and assembly halls pro-
posed in connection with junior high and high schools the committee
recommended, and while it is not opposed to the gymnasiums and
assembly halls in the elementary schools, it is of the opinion that where
there is need for additlonal schoolrooms on one hand, and gymnasiums
and assembly halls in elementary schools on the other, that the school-
rooms should take preference at this time. The bullding projects are
as follows :

“ Completion of construction of the Alice Deal Junior High School,
$300,000.

“For continuing the construction of a pew school bullding for the
Business High School, $600,000.

“ For the construction of two gymnasinms at the Gordon Junior High
Bchool there was an estimate of §75,000. The committee approved this
amount and added an additional $180,000 for the construction of a
12-room addition,

“For the construction of an automobile-instruction shop on the
grounds of the Columbia Junior High School, $15,000.

“ For the construction of a third story of eight rooms at the Powell
Junior High School, including a gymnasinm, $225,000. It is understood
when this is completed it will relieve the Monroe School, which school
will be used for colored pupils.

“ For the construction of a 4-room addition to the Congress Heights
Schiool, $00,000, The original estimate for this project was $130,000,
which included a combination gymnasium and assembly ball, which for
reasons heretofore stated the committee has not recommended.

“ For the erection of a new platoon school building for colored pupils
in northeast Washington, $200,000. The committee added authority to
permit the commissioners to enter into contracts for this bullding up to
$300,000.

* For the erection of a junlor high school building in northeast Wash-
ington, $200,000, with a limit of cost of $500,000.

“For the construction of the Western High School athletic field,
$55,000, with a prior appropriation of $45,000 made avallable for the
same purpose.
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“ For the consiruction of a 4-room addition to the Deanwood School,
$50,000. This estimate originally was for a gymnasium and assembly
hall, which the committee changed.

“ For the construction of an 8-room addition to the Whittier School,
$150,000. This project was added by the committee.

“For the comstruction of an addition to the Stuart Junior High
8chool, Including 10 elassrooms and 2 gymnasiums, $240,000,

“Tor the erection of an B-room extengible building at Northampton
Street and Broad Branch Road, $140,000. The estinrate was for
$200,000, which included a gymnasium and assembly hall.

“ For the erection of an 8-room extensible building in Wesley Heights,
$140,000, The estimate for this contemplated only four rooms, at
$580,000, which the committee increased.

“ For the erection of a 4-room extensible building at Tenth and
Franklin Streets NE., $80,000.

“TFor the construction of a 12-room addition to the Anthony Bowen
School at First and M Streets 8W., $200,000."

School building and playground sites: The original estimate for the
school buflding and playground site fund was $300,700. The committee
has increased this amount to $360,700. A total of seven different sites
to be purchased under this recommended appropriation are listed in the
bill to cost a total of $300,700. Two unexpended balances of prior
appropriations are made available for a site-purchasing fund, and in
addition to this the committee has added $60,000 in the appropriation
of $300,700, and has reappropriated a sum of $39,793, originally appro-
priated for a convenience station, to be available for school and play-
ground gites, This will make available altogether as a separate fund
for purchase of siteg $139,793.

POLICE DEPARTMENT

For the conduct of the Metropolitan police department of the District
of Columbin there has been recommended a sum of $3,127,695, an
increase of £43,745 over this year, and a reduction of $7,850 under the
amount contained in the Budget. Contemplating a total force of 1,279
men there is set aside an allotment of $2,762,880 for the pay and allow-
ances of 1 superintendent, 2 assistant superintendents, 4 ingpectors, 15
captalns, 39 lieutenants, 57 sergeants, and 1,162 privates. After the
regular budget was submitted to Congress an additional amount of
$37,800 was received, which the committee approved, and which adds
14 additional lieutenants to the foree, The purpose of this addition is
to permit the appointment of one licutenant to each of the 14 police pre-
cincts within the confines of the District. Under the present system
each precinet is officered by a captain and a lientenant, one remaining
on duty for 10 and the other 14 hours daily over the 24-hour period.
With these additionally acquired lieutenants it will permit the shifts to
be divided into three equal 8-hour periods and thus put the officers of the
force upon the same working basis as that which affects the privates.

For the civilian personnel of the department the committee has elim-
inated an amount of $1,470 for salary increases, and has added $2,500
for the appointment of a photographer for work in the bureau of
identification. Under the contingent expense item the committee has
increased the appropriation by $3,000 to permit an amount for tuition
and training in bullet proof identification and ballistics. The amount
for uniforms for the police force has been increased commensurately
following the recommendatign for the 14 additional lieutenants men-
tioned.

For the maintenance of a suitable place for the reception and deten-
tion of girls and women over 17 years of age, the committee has elimi-
nated the item of $11,000 for rent, and reduced the item for food and
groceries by $1,750, The committee was assured proper guarters could
be obtained in some section of the municipal-center project, purchase
and condemnation of property for which is being carried on wunder
appropriations which bave been and will be made by Congress. The
reduction of the food allowance was made with the idea that the home,
wherever it is established, could be operated upon a more economical
basis during the next fiscal year and the extra vacancies now manifest
be eliminated.

Attention is invited to that portion of the hearings conducted by the
committee, when the police officials were before it, with reference to the
educational requirements of applicants for pollce positions. The mental
qualifications necessary under existing practice successfully to pass ona
of these examinations are much below those of an averuze graded-school
education. The committee was of the opinion that if these gualifica-
tions were raised the position would attract men of a higher ealiber,
The department indorsed this impression and agreed, in cooperation
with the Civil Service Commission, to endeavor to raise the mental
standard to an equivalent of a high-school education. Whether this can
be done successfully or not, of course, must wait until it is given a trial.
In this connection, however, the commitiee has Inserted a provision in
the bill requiring any applicant for the position of private in the Metro-
politan police force of the District after July 1, 1930, to possess an
eighth-grade common-school education,

HEALTH DEPARTMENT

For the various activities under the health department a total of
$407,170 is recommended, an Increase of $34,980 over this year and an
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inerease of $10,040 over the estimates presented to Congress in the
Budget, . 5

Under the appropriation unit “ Salaries ” the committee has eliminated
all of the salary increases with the exception of $500, for the District
health officer, has recommended an additional sanitary inspector at
£1,800, and a microscopist chemist at $3,800, the purpose of which posi-
tion is to provide services in the health department to assist the police
department in eriminal investigations,

Under the appropriating paragraph for the eonduct of hygiene and
sanitation work In the public schools, including the necessary expenses
of maintaining free dental clinics, the Budget estimate contained an
amount for the installation of one additional clinlc. The committee in-
creased this estimate by $8,180 to provide for another clinie for the
colored population of the Distriet. The only other change in the esti-
mates for the health department of consequence is the addition of $1,200
suggested by the eommittee for a photomicrographie outfit in the ap-
propriation for maintenance of laboratories. This is in connection with
investigations to be conducted In the chemical laboratory, the bacterio-
logical laboratory, and the serological laboratory of the health depart-
ment for the police department.

Providing for the same force of men that the fire department is now
operating under, the bill carries a total amount of $2,253,840 for 1931,
This is an increase over the present year of $82,0560, all of which in-
crease is absorbed in an item in the bill appropriating $150,000 for a
gite for a new engine company in the vicinity of Thirteenth and K
Streets NW. For additional fire-fighting apparatus the bill earries a
total of $38,000, providing for the acquisition of 1 ambulance, 1 aerial
hook and ladder truck, 1 pumping engine, triple combination, and 1
combination hose wagon, all motor driven.

COURTS AND PRISONS

For the District courts, their expenses, and the support of convicts of
the District of Columbia a total of $852,240 has been recommended for
the year 1931, This amount reflects an inerease of $7,300 over the
present year and a decrease of $11,600 under the Budget estimates.

Juvenile court: The committee has eliminated $1,120 from the salary
roll covering minor salary inereases, making a total budget for the
juvenile court for 1931 of $65,240.

Police court: An amount of $142,440 is contained In the bill cover-
ing salaries and expenses for the police court for next year, a reduc-
tion of $2,240 under the Budget estimate. This decrease includes an
additional clerk at $1,620, which the committee thought unnecessary,
and the balance salary increases. The committee struck out of the bill
the language providing $300 additional for the presiding judge, which
will put all four judges on an equal salary basis at $8,000 a year.

Municipal court: The committee has approved an amount of $81,670
for salaries and expenses of the municipal court of the District of
Columbia for 1931. This is an increase of $2,780 over the present
year, all of which increase is reflected In the appropriation for salaries.
Under the present allocation of salaries for the five municipal judges
the presiding judge receives §$7,300, two receive §7,000, and two $6,500.
It is the committee's opinion that these salaries all should be on a
parity with the salaries of the police-court judges, which 1s $8,000
apiece. But, due to the differences in realloeation this is Impossible.
The committee has, however, excluded these positions from the * aver-
age ™ clause in the bill and included enough money to bring all of them
up to the maximom of their grade, $7,500.

Supreme court: The appropriantions for the supreme court, fees of
witnesgses, and jurors, and the probation system remain the same in
the bill as those that are running currently. The estimate for pay of
bailiffs proposed an Increase of two bailiffs and one crier. The com-
mittee saw no necessity for these additional positions, and the testimony
divalged no information to the contrary. The inereased amount of
£5,760 was accordingly stricken from the bill, which also included some
small salary increases. The estimate for the care of the courthouse
proposed an additional watchman, which has not been recommended, the
committee seeing no necessity for his services.

Court of appeals: The estlmate for salaries, court of appeals, pro-
posed an amendment of $8,160 for salary set-ups, which, with the excep-
tion of $600 allowed for the salaries of the secretaries to the three jus-
tices, has been disallowed. The $600 will provide $200 each and will
bring their salary up to the level of $2,600, the same salary rate ap-
plied to the secretaries of the justices of the supreme court.

BOARD OF PUBLIC WELFARE

For the varlous activities under the Board of Public Welfare for
1931, there is reported in the bill a sum amounting to $5,083,917,
which is an increase of $5676,837 over this year, and a decrease of
$36,010 under what was recommended in the Budget. An estimate of
£30,000, which originally was presented in the District budget, has
been transferred from this bill to the first deficiency bill, now pending
In the Senate, which was to establish a laundry at the workhouse and
reformatory and provide for the necessary equipment, in order to do
the Federal laundry for the various executive departments in the city.
Further, a supplemental estimate of $20,000 has been included in the
salary item for Gallinger Municipal Hospital. This inclusion has been
made necessary because, gince the submission of the budget for 1931,
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it has been disclosed that the estimate of appropriation for this purpose
contemplated deductions from the salaries of certain employees on
account of subsistence and quarters to be furnished them, whereas later
it was ascertained that these employees will not be subsisted and quar-
tered at the hoepital, and hence should recelve their palaries without
such deductions.

Personal services: Two new positions were listed in the estimate
submitted, one a soclal-service worker at $1,800 and the other a stenog-
rapher at $1,440. The committee has allowed the first and ellminated
the second, including any salary increases.

Board and eare of children: The committee recommends for this pur-
pose for mext year $235,000. The Budget estimate contemplated an
increase of $10,000, one-balf of which was recommended by the com-
mittee, making an increase of $5,000 over the present year.

Receiving home: The committee reduced this estimate by $750, an
amount which was carried last year for the purchase of an automobile,
no need for which exists during 1081. The money for salary step-ups
has been left in the bill for the 14 employees at the receiving home,
all of them being at the minimium salary rate of the grade.

District jail: For salaries at the District jail, the committee recom-
mends $76,710, a reduction of $2,700 under the estimate. Three new
positions, including a night nurse for the infirmary were included In
the Budget figure. This last position has been eliminated, the com-
mittee feeling such duties very properly could be performed by an
inmate at the institution or by assignment in necessary cases from
Gallinger Hospital. The estimate for maintenance and support of
prisoners is approved, amounting to $77,000. The balance of the
decrease, §1,080, covers salary increases.

Workhouse and reformatory: The next fiscal year the appropriation
for salaries at both the workhouse and reformatory are recommended
to be carried in one fund instead of separately as heretofore. This will
tend toward better administration. The Budget estimate in all of the
following instances has been recommended: Maintenance, $275,000,
which, being a combination of the fuel item heretofore carried sepa-
rately, shows an actual increase of $28,500; continuing construction of
permanent buildings, $125,000, an increase of $40,000, $60,000 to be
allocated at the workhouse, $55,500 at the reformatory for the general
institution buildings, and $9,500 for the extension of the foundry build-
ing. A new item of $150,000 for commencing construction of buildings
and incloging walls, to provide for the custody of such prisoners as
should be confined within a walled Inclogure is also included. The
reformatory is an open institution. Heretofore the more dangerous
prisoners convicted in the District of Columbia were sent to the Federal
institutions at Atlanta and Leavenworth.

Because of erowded conditions there, the District has beem requested
to take care of all its own prisoners, hence the need for a walled in-
closure. For remodeling and arrangement of the power, heating, and
lighting facilities, $87,500 has been recommended ; and an appropriation
also suggested of £50,000 for the working-capital fund to provide indus-
trial enterprises for the inmates. Until now this fund has been drawn
from the gemeral appropriations for these institutions and later relm-
bursed from receipts from the sale of such articles manufactured. A
specific appropriation tends toward a more orderly and businesslike
procedure and better administration of the fund.

National Training School for Girls: This appropriation has been re-
duced for next year by a total of $11,240, making an available total of
$68,000, $30,000 for personal services, a reduction of $9,240, and
$38,000 for maintenance, a reduction of $2,000. Authority bas been
given the Board of Public Welfare to transfer girls confined in the
branch of the National Training School for Girls at Mulrkirk, Md., and
confine them in the National Training School for Girls on the Conduit
Road in the District of Columbia. The school at Muirkirk is for white
girls and the school at the Conduit Road branch for colored girls. The
latter institution Is large enough to accommodate both classes, where
they will be confined in entirely separate units. The committee felt
that this should be done in the interest of economy, hence the reductions
in the amounts proposed.

Medical charities: Under this title there 1& appropriated annually
the District's contributions to five following hospitals: Children’s,
Emergency, Eastern, Washington Home for Incurables, and the Colum-
bia Women's. The respective amounts recommended this year for 1031
are $22,000, £30,000, $18,000, $10,000, and $15,000. The amounts for
Eastern and Emergency represent an increase over this year of §3,000
and $5,000.

Tuberculosis Hospital: For this institution there is recommended a
total next year of $143,800, a slight increase to permit of the employ-
ment of one medical techniclan at $1,800 and two domestic attendants.

Gallinger Municipal Hospital : For the various expenses attendant
upon the operation of thils institution a round sum of $717,060 is con-
tained in the bill, which is within $8,450 more than the current year.
Of this amount $325,300 is set aside for personal services. The Budget
estimate was $310,300, contemplating 1 chief social-service worker, at
$2,600; 83 social-service workers, at $1,800; 1 X-ray technician, at
$1,440; 1 gtenographer, at $1,440; and 2 internes, at $660. Inecrcases
in salaries to the extent of $5,000 were also included. The committee
eliminated the four social-service workers and the salary increases,
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allowing the other positions,
institution, being paid by private donation, The committee is of the
opinion that with an institution of this nature, which is practically
a charitable organization paid from District funds, these employees
should continue to be maintained in this manner. In a visit to the
institution this fall by several members of the committee, need was
expressed for higher-paid and better-qualified physicians in the psychi-
atric wards. The committee, therefore, has put into the bill a sum of
$8,000, $5,600 of which is for a psychiatrist and $2,400 to add to the
galaries of the present medical positions in the expectation of obtaining
more experienced doctors. Last year a sum of $150,000 was appropri-
ated for the construction of a norses’ home with a capacity of 150
nurses, under a contract authorization of $325,000, 1In this bill the
additional sum of $175,000 has been added for its completion.

Distriet Training School: A total amount of $324,250 is in the bill
for thig school, an increase of $36,5600 over 1930. This amount is dis-
tributed as follows: $76,000 for personal services; $86,000 for mainte-
nance and other necessary expenses; $22,000 for repairs and improve-
ments ; $130,000 for the construction of a domestic-service building ; and
$£8,500 for furnishings and equipment for employees’ building and super-
intendent's residence. The Budget estimate has been decreased by
$2,420 covering salary inecreases,

Bt. Elizabeths Hospital: For the support of indigent insane of the
Distriet of Columbia in St. Blizabeths Hospital, as provided by law,
there is recommended to be appropriated for the next fiscal year a sum
of $1,715,472, an increase over this year of $143,472. This covers
increased expenses and an increased contribution toward the Distriet
population of the hospital.

DISTRICT MILITIA

The sum for the expenses of the District militia remains practically
the same in the Dbill for the next fiscal year, $53,900, a slight increase
of 51,000 being absorbed by an increase of $1,000 in the pay of troops
other than Government employees.

RECLAMATION OF ANACOSTIA FLATS

For continuing the work under the approved project for reclamation
of Anacostia River Flats, District of Columbia (as set forth in 8. Doec.
37, 68th Cong., 1st sess.), there is contained in the bill a sum of
$£330,000, Of this amount, $180,000, which is the same amount as has
been appropriated for the past two years, will be devoted strictly to
reclamation work, and $150,000 for the purchase of land. With the
completion of reclamation work in this fiscal year with available funds,
the project will be approximately 67 per cent completed, and with the
funds proposed for 1931 will be approximately 74 per cent completed
by January 30, 1931, The $180,000 for 1931 will be expended as
follows :

Trenching and levee construction, seetion G (section G is the

upper section of the project between Benning Bridge and the
District line)

------- $40, 000
Sea-wiall foundations, section G__- 73, 000
Dredging, section G-- 60, 000
Supervision of dump fills 4, 000
Miscellaneous BULVEYE «cecemmmmmemmm— 3, 000

PRl e S L —- 180, 000

The appropriation of $150,000 proposed for the purchase of land is
‘made necessary by reason of the decision of the Supreme Court of the
District of Columbia in which the high-water line, to which the United
HBtates clalms possession, was so established as to reguire the purchase
of 184 acres of land in addition to that covered by the original estimates.

It is estimated that if the rate of $180,000 annually for reclamation
work is maintained for the remainder of the work, that it will be
approximately seven years before the project for reclamation of the
Anacostia River Flats is completed to the District line.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND PUBLIC PARKS

The amount recommended for personal services is $405,000, identical
to that which is carried for this year. The Budget proposed that
$414,500 should be appropriated, covering an additional laborer at
$1,143, and $8,357 for salary increases, but these two items the
committee did not recommend.

Improvement and care of parks: The full amount recommended in
the Budget for the improvement and care of the parks in the Distriet
of Columbia is presented in the bill, $687,565, an increase over this year
of $117,5565. Of this increase $%6,500 will be used in the ordinary
maintenanee of the parks, $12,755 for improvement of Rock Creek and
Potomae Parkway, making a total available for 1931 for this purpose
$134, 755, $3,000 for lights in Rock Creek Park, $10,000 for improvement
of new reservations, and $14,300 for the improvement of a portion of
Borroughs Recreation Center at Eighteenth and Otis Streets NH., to
make it available for recreational purposes.

PAERK POLICE

Involving an Increase of five additional men, the sum of $162,120 has
been recommended for the park police for 1931, an increase of $10,120
over this year. The need for these men is apparent, as each year addi-

tional park area is acguired. This will bring the number of the foree up
to 77 men. The uniform allowapce has been increased commensurately.
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These workers are at present at the

NATIONAL zOOLOGICAL PARK

The expenses for the operation of the Zoological Park next year have
been increased by $17,000, making a total amount available of $220,000,
This Increase covers some additional employees and generally increased
expenses. Last year an appropriation was made of $220,000 for the
constructjon of a public exhibition building for reptiles. After submit-
ting bids for the project it has been found that the estimate submitted
was too low and that it will require about $28,000 additional properiy
to carry out the comstruction, Accordingly, the committee has recom-
mended this amount to be appropriated.

WATER SERVICE

For the general services operating under the water department of the
District of Columbia, and payable from water revenues, there is recom-
mended a total of $1,690,940, an increase of $195,110 over the present
year and an increase of $43,080 over the estimate submitted in the
Budget. Involved in these figures is a transfer of 11 per diem em-
ployees to the annual roll. These 11 positions have been in existence
for a number of years, and are occupied by employees who perform duties
corresponding to duties performed by other employees on the annual roll.
The committee, therefore, thought it only fair they should be carried on
the permanent roll, and an amount of money covering their salaries
was transferred from one appropriation unif to another in order to
accomplish this purpose.

The committee inecreased the estimate for installing and repairing
water meters by adding $25,000, after testimony showed that the original
estimate of $70,000 was insufficient, The committee likewise increased
the estimate for the purchase of a 20,000,000-gallon pump at the Bryant
Street pumping station from $75,000 to $92,000 when it was informed
that this latter amount would be necessary.

WATER RATES

District officials adviged the committee during the hearings this year
that if the money was expended as outlined in the Budget for 1931
under the present water rates their budget wounld fall about $100,000
short of their receipts. In view of this condition, the committee has
proposed a legislative paragraph to the bill to correct it by raising the
water rates to the consumers in the District of Columbia.

At the present time the District of Columbia's water system, consist-
ing of the supply branch, under jurisdiction of the War Department, and
the distribution branch under the jurisdiction of the Commissioners of
the District of Columbia, is entirely supported by appropriations payable
from the water fund, derived from the sale of water to private con-
sumers and from assessments collected for the laying of service wuter
mains. The revenues derived from these two sources are inadequate to
provide for the extensions and betterments in the water system necessary
to furnish an adequate water supply for projected future consumption
and at the same time meet the necessary expenses of operation and
maintenance of the supply and distribution branches.

A board of engineers from the United States Engincer’s office and
the water department of the District of Columbia, the two agencies
responsible for the supply and distribution of water in the District
of Columbia, recently completed a joint study of the water system
which resulied in the formulation of a 5-year construction and mainte-
nance program of extensions and improvements, considered to be ab-
solutely essential and necessary safely and adeguately to provide for
the future growth of the ecity projected over a period of five years,
This program, which is subjeet to annual revision, has been tentatively
approved by the Commissioners of the District and involves the ex-
penditure of approximately $2,000,000 per annum, which can not be
met from the present revenues derived from existing water rents and
asgessments for service mains.

The hearings before the committee contain tables showing in detail
the existing rates in the District and in 27 other cities with populations
from 5,000,000 to 100,000, having municipal water systems. These
tables show that the existing charge in the District for an average
domestic consumption of 10,000 cubic feet of water is 67 per cent less
than the average of the 27 cities which were investigated, and that
with the increase proposed in the bill, the rates in the Distriet for the
average domestic consumption of 10,000 cubic feet would still be 24
per cent less than the average of these 27 cities. The hearings alse
contain a table showing that the existing water-main assessment of $2
per front foot has returned ‘in the past five years only 55.5 per cent
of the amount expended for service-main extensions.

The proposed increase in the rates and water-main assessment is only
sufficient to provide for carrying out the 5-year program and, while the
percentage of increase for the domestic consumer is larger than the
percentage of increase for the large commercial consumer, the proposed
rates are thought to be equitable by the committee, since the large
commercinl consumers, representing only 5 per cent of the total number
of consumers, pay 50 per cent of the revenue derived from the sale of
water,

On an appropriation and revenue basis, the water fund of the Dis-
trict of Columbia at the beginning of the fiscal year 1931 shows a
revenue deficit of $18,617.71. If the water rates are not increased the
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G-year program of extensions and betterments necessary to provide a
egafe and adequate water supply for the District can not be carried out,
and, as stated, a revenue deficit at the close of the fiscal year 1931 of
$07,747.81 will result,
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Following is a statement which will show in figures the distribution

of revenue for present and proposed water rates and assessment which
will be brought about if the legislation proposed by the committee is
enacted into law:

Distribution of resenue for present and proposed water rates and assessment

Number Per cent E:?g::;d Additional Tomannun“
rew
of con- Class Fieaws I,’;“r:“t? Newrate| of in- 1831, e 15
sumers crease | presen
rate increase rate
70,000 | Minimum meter, domestic. . $6.36 $2.30 $8.75 87.6 | $418,000 | $167, 300 $585, 300
5,000 | Minimum meter, commercial . Z e | zae 8.75| 38| susoo| 11,800 43,700
41,700 | Over 7,500 cubic feet, domestic. ... = .08 .01 07 16. 6 120, 000 y 140, 000
4,100 | Over 7,500 cubic feet, ial .06 .01 16.6 600, 200 99, 800 700, 000
p S T e bl e T T o St A O W L0 L e [T 1, 170, 000 200,000 | 1,469,000
14,000 | Flat rate, minimum resid =5 7.03 2.82 9.85 40,17 147,000 54, 400 ﬁm
Ly e S g S el ol e e Rl s et e W B L e Bt LU L 1,317, 000 358,400 | 1,670, 400
Water main ts 2.00 1.00 3.00 50.0 175, 000 96, 000 271,000
Total s 1, 492, 000 440,400 | 1,041,400
Building p :
Per 1,000 brick... .08 ® .00 e
Per cubic yard concrete_ . . .018 015 .03 100.0 5,400 4, 000 9, 400
Total-. - 1, 407, 040 453, 400 1, 850, 800
Virginia. w00 i e | 50, 000
Total. . 1, 547, 400 2,000, 800

Revenue from water meters in the District of Columbia

Cotimbia | metass, | Flat rate
um me

Distribution of revenue meters | (commer- (uo:trjtm-

(domestic) cial)

Revenue.._ $725,300 | $743, T00 $201, 400
Per cent of revenue, anent rate__.. 40. 8 47.9 11.1
Per cent of revenue, increased rate. . 43.3 4.4 120
Per cent of consurmers 78.6 5.6 15.7

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 80 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoLADAY].

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the
committee, the chairman of the subcommittee has discussed
with you the items in this bill, with the exception of the police
department. It is my intention to confine my remarks to the
Metropolitan police force, but before entering on that discus-
sion, prompted by the questions of the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. AperNeTHY] and the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Kercmax], and perhaps others, with reference to the at-
titude of the committee and the Congress generally toward the
District of Columbia, and with reference to the opinion of the
committee respecting the efficiency with which the various em-
ployees of the Distriet of Columbia are discharging their public
duty, I feel that I should give to this committee at least my own
opinion, and I believe to a considerable extent it is the opinion
of the subcommittee, that taking it all in all there is no city
in the United States that is enjoying the advantages from its
city government that the citizens of the District of Columbia
enjoy at the hands of the government of the District of Colum-
bia. Two things are responsible for that. First, there is the
contribution that the National Government makes to the Dis-
triet, and which is made to no other American city, and the
other is the efficient and capable public servants that are in the
District government, As I have served on this subcommittee I
have, from year to year, for my own satisfaction and for my
own use, undertaken to classify the various departments and
the heads of the various departments with reference to the
efficiency and economies that they use in the discharge of their
obligations.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr, Chairman, will the genfleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes.

Mr, LINTHICUM. In what particular does the gentleman
say that the citizens of the District of Columbia are enjoying
better advantages than those of any other city? I am willing
to set up my city of Baltimore against the District of Columbia
at any time.

Mr. HOLADAY. I realize that the city of Baltimore, judg-
ing by its Representative here on the floor, no doubt has a very
capable eity organization.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I thank the gentleman for his compli-
ment ; but, for instance, we have been trying for years to get a
proper sewage-disposal plant for the city of Washington, instead
of having the sewage dumped into the Potomac River. In Balti-

more they would not allow us to do that, and we would not
wish it. 'We have a proper disposal plant to take care of sewage
costing millions of dollars. Yet here in the District of Colum-
bia you pollute the Potomae River constantly, and are destroying
all of the fish. It is not just to Maryland nor the District,
Something should be done to remedy this condition.

Mr. HOLADAY. Some steps along that line are taken in this
bill, contemplating the disposal of the sewage not only of the
District of Columbia but, I think, also taking care of the sewage
of some of the municipalities or neighborhoods in the adjoining
State of Maryland.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I am very much in favor of this great
city and of its people enjoying what is coming to them, but it
does seem to me that if the trade bodies and the newspapers
here would come with a spirit of friendliness and cooperation to
Congress, they would get what they are entitled to; but instead
they are always criticizing and particularly jumping on the gen-
tleman’s committee. I do not understand why the gentleman
and my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Simumons] want fo stay on
a committee like this. When I pick up the newspapers and read
the headlines they are constantly being criticized.

I look on you folks as being rather liberal minded, and I
would like you to tell us just what you do for the city of
Washington so that we may try to get this controversy between
the ecity and Congress settled in some way.

Mr. HOLADAY. Perhaps the members of the committee
belong to that class of citizens who enjoy being jumped on.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I might suggest to my friend in answer
to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. AseeNETHY] that
he call attention to the tax rate existing in the city of Wash-
ington and compare that with the tax rate of any other city
of its size in the United States. I think that in itself would
indicate that Congress has been in the past mighty good to the
people of Washington.

Mr. HOLADAY. In the time that I have at my disposal I
am pot going into that question, but I will make this statement,
which is my well-considered opinion, and I think it can be
justified. The taxpayer of the District of Columbia receives
more for the dollar that he pays in taxes than does the tax-
payer of any other municipality in the United States.

Mr, WOODRUFF, I wonder if the gentleman could be more
explicit and state the tax rate that exists in the city of
‘Washington.

Mr. HOLADAY. One dollar and seventy cents.

Mr. WOODRUFF. On a 50 per cent valuation?

Mr. HOLADAY. On a 100 per cent valuation.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Even at 100 per cent valuation I say that
in any other city of the size of Washington in the United States
I doubt if the tax rate is less than $3.50.

Mr. HOLADAY. I think there is no gquestion about that. I
think the tax rate here is lower than in any other comparable

city.
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Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes.

Mr. MoSWAIN. There is a proposal here now that in addi-
tion to Bolling Field and to the naval air station, the United
States Government lend to the District government two and a
half million dollars to construct a municipal airport; whereas
down in my city, when we wanted an air-mail stop, the Com-
merce Department and the Post Office Department said, * All
right, we will stop the planes there, provided you establish an
airport and light it.” And in order to light it and establish
the air-mail port we expended $55,000, and it came partly out
of the city funds and the county funds, but mostly out of the

pockets of the citizens of that community, who contributed-

enough cash to furnish that airport in order that we might have
the facilities of air mail.

Mr. HOLADAY. Gentlemen, I know of only three or four de-
partments of the District government that I would especially
eriticize. One of them is the school system, which the chairman
of the ecommittee [Mr. Simmons] has discussed. Another one
is the municipal architect’s office, which in my opinion is not
functioning satisfactorily. Another is the Department of Pub-
lic Inspection of Buildings, and so forth. But, I may say right
here that a new man is in charge of it, and a new organization
scheme is being worked out, and I hope in another year we shall
see a considerable improvement in that division.

Along with the two or three or four departments of the Dis-
trict government which are subject to criticism there are a
number of departments which I believe are as efficiently man-
aged as you will find departments managed in any other city in
the United States. In Mr. Daniel J. Donovan, the auditor, we
have an efficient man. In Mr. William P. Richards, the assessor,
we have another one. In Maj. D. A. Davison, Maj. L. E. Atkins,
and Capt. Hugh P. Oram, the assistants to the engineer com-
missioner, we have very efficient men.

And let me say that Major Atkins, who is leaving the service
now in a few days, is the man who has charge of the purchase
of real estate, and the record that has been made in the pur-
chase of real estate, as mentioned on the floor a few days ago by
the Speaker of this House, is in large degree due to the eflicient
efforts of Major Atkins. He has saved to the District of Colum-
bia through that eapable work not only thousands of dollars, but
hundreds of thousands of dollars; and, genflemen, within the
next hour you will have the opportunity of voting on the proposi-
tion as to whether you want to sustain Major Atkins and the
policy that he has been pursuing, or whether or not you want to
turn the thing wide open to the class of people who have been
mentioned here, whose business it is to sell property to the Dis-
trict irrespective of its value. In Capt. H. C. Whitehurst, at
the head of the highway department; Mr. J. B. Gordon, the
sanitary engineer; Mr. George F. Bowerman, the librarian; Dr.
William €. Fowler, the head of the health department; Mr.
George 8. Wilson, director of public welfare; and George S.
Watson, chief of the fire department, we find efficient and worthy
public servants.

In the daily press the Washington police force has been
designated throughont the United States as the worst police
department in the United States. In my opinion that desig-
nation is entirely without justification. The police force here
is not what it should be and it is not what it can be made with-
out any material increase in cost. But it is not the worst police
department in the United States.

What I say this afternoon in the nature of criticism of the
police department is intended to be constructive, and I hope it
will be considered as constructive criticism. The unsatisfac-
tory conditions that exist in our police department here is due
in great part to four conditions. . The first is the low qualifica-
tion of those entering the service. The second is the lack of
proper organization; third, lack of scientifically trained per-
sonnel and adequate equipment; and fourth, the delay in the
criminal courts in the trial of cases.

I want to discuss the first of those four conditions, namely,
the low qualification of those entering the service. Word came
to our committee that certain of our judges were objecting to
the educational qualifications of certain policemen, that police-
men were not able intelligently to write, We commenced an
investigation. We first called in the chief of police, and he
admitted that while the conditions might not be as bad as the
complaint stated, there was still room for improvement. But
he said: “These men come to me from the Civil Service Com-
mission., I must select the policemen from the eligible list that
is handed to me by the Civil Service Commission.” ~We called
in a representative of the Civil Service Commission. We asked
him numercus questions, and he said, “All the men on that
list have successfully passed the examination.” Then, when
we pursued the questions a little further I was reminded of a

6169

story concerning a condition that existed a few weeks ago in
a college not far from Washington.

The membership of the House may remember that not long ago
the Carnegie Foundation made an investigation of professional-
ism in the colleges and universities of our country. They se-
verely criticized the standing of a certain college, The president
of a college that had been criticized commenced an investigation.
He discovered that the eoach of the football team was the regis-
trar of the college, and he ecalled him in and said to him: “ How
is it that all these men are in college? What are their quali-
fications to enter?” And the coach said: “ They have all passed

the examination.” The president of the college said: “ What _

kind of an examination do you give them?"” The coach
answered : “A written examination.”,

The president of the college, referring to a big fellow who
had successfully played guard on the football team, said to the
coach: *What kind of an examination did that man pass?”
The coach said: “ Well, on the last examination when that
man passed we asked him two questions, and we required a
percentage of 50 to pass the examination. The first question
which was asked that man was, ‘ What is the color of blue
litmus paper?’ and he replied, ‘ Red.” That was wrong.

“The second question was, ‘What is electricity?’ and he
replied: ‘I don't know,” and that was correct.” [Laughter.]

We found there were absolutely no educational gualifications
whatever required of a man before he could take the civil-service
examination. No question was asked. The testimony was that
a great many of these men come in to take the examination with
second-grade educations. No entrance qualification, so far as
schooling is concerned, was required at all; there was no investi-
gation with reference to their character.

The only examination that was made with reference to their
previous condition was a fingerprint taken and compared with
the fingerprints in the Department of Justice so that if a man
had served at some time in the penitentiary that fact would be
discovered. The examination consisted of asking certain ques-
tions. A sample of the questions asked a man, who is not re-
quired to be able to write, is as follows—I will read the ques-
tions as furnished by the Civil Service Commission :

Which of the following is the chief reason why a police department is
necessary :

1. To enforce law and order.

2, To control traffie.

3. To prevent eriminals from escaping from jail,

4, To record fingerprints.

5. To direct strangers.

The applicant had to check the question or proposition that he
thought was of the greatest importance.

With an examination of that kind and without any examina-
tion as to his character or his previous mode of living, his name
was certified to the chief of police. The civil-service representa-
tive testified that they were inaugurating a new system, whereby
they hoped to make some inguiries with reference to the former
condition of living and the former record of the applicants.

With that list before hiny the chief of police was then com-
pelled to make what investigation he could make. The commit-
tee was of the opinion that the police force of this city in the
years to come would be improved by an educational qualification,
and so there has been written into this bill a limitation requir-
ing that a man, in order to be eligible for examination, shall
have completed the equivalent of an eighth-grade edueation.

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, I believe that at the
salaries paid and at the hours of labor required there can be
secured for the Metropolitan police force men with not only
eighth-grade prerequisites but young men who are graduates of
high schools. I think no one will deny that in an individual
case now and then a man who is not able to read and write will
be found who will make a better policeman than some man who
is a graduate of a college. But, taking the general average of
100 or 1,000, the higher the educational requirements the higher
the type of officer secured. )

That is the provision which is made with reference to improv-
ing the quality of the applicants.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HOLADAY. I yield.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I am unable to find any provi-
sion that the equivalent of an eighth-grade common-school edu-
cation will permit an applicant to appear for an examination.
It is stated in the bill, “ who have not completed an eighth-grade
common-school education.” The only way to prove that would
be to get a certificate from a common school.

Mr. HOLADAY. No; I think not. A certificate from a public
school or a private school or a certificate from a private tutor
would meet this requirement.
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Mr. COCHRAN of Missourl. Does the gentleman realize that
if the proviso becomes law, that outstanding hero of the World
War—Sergeant York—could not become a member of the police
force of the District of Columbia?

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes. I expect that is the fact.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Does not the gentleman know
that if the Constitution of the United States had contained that
requirement as one of the gualifications of a Member of Con-
gress, there would have been a number of men who would not
havye been able to serve as Members of Congress?

Mr. HOLADAY. But we are talking about the Washington
police force.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. And I am asking about guali-
fleations of Members of Congress also.

Mr. HOLADAY. What the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
CocHRAN] says is probably true, and that is the reason I pointed
out a moment ago the exception. You can find an exception to
every general rule, but we must deal with the general average.
I believe we are not asking too much when we say to a man
who is about to enter the police force at a salary of $1,800, or
$1,900 if the salary increase is approved, with his chances of
advancement, in order to give efficient public service to the
citizens, he shall prepare himself with at least an eighth-grade
education.

Mr. ROMJUE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. I yield.

Mr. ROMJUE. Does the gentleman know whether or not any
municipality in the United States maintains any training school
for police officers? :

Mr, HOLADAY. I can not give the gentleman any definite
information on that. Various cities have various methods of
training.

Mr. ROMJUE. That guestion occurred to me some time ago.
We read so much and hear so much about nonenforecement of the
law that I think it is just as highly important that a police
official be trained before he goes into the service as it is for a
doctor, a lawyer, or any other professional man to be trained.

Mr. HOLADAY. I think the gentleman is absolutely correct.

Mr. ROMJUE. T believe that if the various municipalities
throughout the country do not now maintain some sort of a
training school for officers before they are taken into the service,
some legislation along that line might well be enacted.

Mr,. THATCHER. If the gentleman will permit, in the eity
of Louisville we have had a training school for policemen for
yvears. They go into training in this school after they are ap-
pointed. At first they are assigned to the simpler duties, but
the course of instruction lasts for many months, and they get
certificates when they have completed the course. We have
found that to be very beneficial.

Mr. ROMJUE. That is before they go into the service?

Mr. THATCHER. No; they take this training after they
have qualified, but they are assigned to simpler duties at the
beginning ; they go through the school and then their scope of
duty is enlarged.

Mr. ROMJUE. It seems to me we would get better law en-
forcement in this country if we had police officers who are
primarily capable, but, of course, if you pick up anybody who
comes along you can not expect anything else except that the
men will fall down in the enforcement of the law.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., HOLADAY. Yes,

Mr. McDUFFIE. Probably the thought I have in mind should
be addressed to the legislative committee, yet perhaps your com-
mittee has considered it. I do not know a city in the United
States, either larger or smaller than Washington, where pedes-
trians are permitted to walk into red lights at street crossings
as they do here. That may be a matter of regulation on the
part of the commissioners.
the other fellow’s job better than he can himself, and I agree
with the gentleman from Illinois that the police force here is
not so bad as sometimes pictured. Like the police forces in
other cities of the country, there may be exceptions. I have
found nothing wrong with the police force of Washington. I
have thought it was above the average. I think, for the sake of
the pedestrian himself, for his own safety as well as for the
convenience of traffic, there ought to be some regulation to stop
a pedestrian from walking into red lights when crossing the
streets. I wondered if the committee had considered that sub-
ject, and I would like to have the gentleman’s opinion as to
whether or not some suggestion should not be made to the proper
autho‘;:lties to make regulations in so far as that problem is con-
cerned.

Mr. HOLADAY. I do not know that that question has been
considered. That is a matter that would properly come under
the regulations adopted by the traffic department, but I suppose
the legislative committee, of course, would have authority, if
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!they thought it advisable, to write such a regulation into the
aw. .

Mr. McDUFFIE. I should think it is a matter of mere traffic
regulation, which the Commissioners of the District would have
the anthority to make.

Mr. HOLADAY. They would.

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion in
answer to the question raised by the gentleman from Kentucky
in regard to the training of policemen ?

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes,

Mr. GIBSON. Nearly all of the police forces of the larger
cities maintain training schools of their own, and intensive
training is required before a man is permitted to serve on the
force. The present tendency is to require a higher educational
standard. Many of our colleges are introducing courses for the
training of policemen, like the University of Chicago, with one
of the best crime experts of the country at its head.

Y M;, ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
on

Mr. HOLADAY. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. The gentleman’s remarks are so interest-
ing and so illuminating that I thought probably he would give
us a little more information. I have called this to the attention
of the members of your eommittee before. In going down Penn-
sylvania Avenue half the time we have no traffic officers and
half the time we have, or probably one-third of the time, and I
understand those officers are employed by the street railway
company. Is that the situation, and what has been done about
that, if anything? Can the gentleman give us any light on that
subject?

Mr. HOLADAY. The personnel of the police force as car-
ried in this bill will be 1,280, I belleve. In addition to that,
there are about 556 men who are paid by the street-railway
system.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 15 ad-
ditional minutes.

Mr. HOLADAY. These men act as policemen and for all prac-
tical purposes, as far as a stranger going down the street is con-
cerned, they are policemen. It is my desire, and I believe the
desire of the committee, to make of the Washington police force
a force that will be equal to any police force in our country,
Washington ranks second with reference to the number of police-
men to population; it ranks second as to the number of police
to square miles of area and seventh as to salaries paid members
of the police forece. I may say that if the new salary bill which
has been reported out from the committee is passed then the
Washington police force will be paid at a higher rate than in
any other city of comparable size.

The third reason for the unsatisfactory condition is the lack
of seientifically trained personnel and adequate equipment. With
reference to that, gentlemen, I want to point out what is carried
in this bill. We have a very eflicient fingerprint division,
headed by Sandberg. He has been with that department for a
great many years, and I believe he is generally recognized
throughout the United Stafes as one of the leading fingerprint
men. Mr. Sandberg is rapidly approaching the tinre when, on
account of age and infirmities, he will retire from the service.
If he should retire to-day a competent photographer could not
be found in his department. We are providing funds for an
expert and well-trained photographer. We are providing funds
for a microscopic chemist in order that thorough examinations
may be made, and we are providing funds to an amount equal
to $2,000 or £3,000 for the purchase of the necessary scientifie
equipment. Here is where those things may become important.
They are not used every day, but two or three months ago
in the case of a murder in this city the police desired to have a
report as to whether or not certain spots on a garment belonging
to the accused were human blood or another kind of blood.

They were compelled to wait two or three weeks to get that
report. In this particular case, perhaps, it caused no damage,
but in an ordinary case it is necessary that they have that
report promptly. So we have provided funds for the necessary
equipment and the necessary personnel fo build up and
strengthen the bureau of identification. There is one other
division in that department for which we have not carried any
funds because we did not have definite recommendations. The
chief of police has been requested to consider that and, perhaps,
in the following year some additional facilities can be provided.
I have reference to a handwriting expert. It has been our pur-
pose in a sane and sensible way to undertake this policy of
building up and strengthening the bureau of identification.

Then we come to the fourth objection, and that is the delay
of local courts in the trial of criminal cases.
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Mr. GIBSON. Before the gentleman takes up his next sub-
ject may I ask him whether he has made any investigation or
inquiry concerning the house of detention?

Mr. HOLADAY, I will say to the gentleman I have made
such an investigation and, according to the rating which I men-
tioned in the earlier part of my remarks, I think I would accord
to the house of detention the lowest position of all the depart-
ments of the city government.

The house of detention is, in reality, the police precinet where
the female prisoners are taken. It corresponds in its general
work wifh the other police precincts of the city. At the de-
tention precinet they received on the average T prisoners a
day—2 white and 5 colored. The average count in the de-
tention precinet is 15 persons a day, and when I say it is the
most inefficient unit, although it is a minor unit, I base my
statement on the fact that to take care of these 15 prisoners
they have in this detention precinct, in addition to the superin-
tendent, 22 civilian employees,

Now, what does this mean? Let me put this proposition to
the Members. Perhaps there is not a Member from a country
district who can not reecall one of his smaller counties where the
sheriff has charge of a jail that has an average of 12 or 15
prisoners, How many people does he have fo help him operate
the jail? Call to mind some of your local counties with an
average jail population of 15. I was at a jail back in my dis-
trict only a few weeks ago where they have about 100 prisoners
on the average. In addition to the sheriff there were 2 men
and 1 woman operating this institution with 100 prisoners as
the average and, gentlemen, some of the prisoners that have been
in this jail within the past two or three years are as desperate
characters as have been housed in any jail in the United States,
and if I mentioned their names the Members would immediately
be familiar with their reputations. But here, with an average
population of 15, most of them picked up for misdemeanors, in
addition to the superintendent they have 22 civil employees
and then 2 regular policemen are detailed to go over there and
assist.

I have here a list of the 22 employees, and I want you gentle-
men to see what wonderful service these 15 prisoners are getting.
There are 2 telephone clerks, there is an assistant clerk at
$1,860 a year, there is a junior clerk at $1,500 a year, there
ig an underclerk at $1,380 a year, there is an underclerk-typist
at $1,320 a year, there is an attendant at $1,380 a year, there
are 6 matrons at from $1,200 to $1,440 a year, there are 4 guards
at $1,200 a year, 2 drivers at $1,440 a year, a cook, a laundress,
and the list winds up with Moses Johnson, thé janitor. So,
these 15 prisoners should at least get good service.

There is another thing, gentlemen, in reference to the sup-
plies for the institution. I did not intend to mention this, but
I will mention it now that the question has been asked.

We must remember that inefficiency sometimes does more
than mere dollars and cents damage. Since the close of this
hearing, reports came to the committee that at a certain police
precinet in the city a great quantity of supplies was stored and
that these supplies were being carried away by the police,
It was noised around through the community that the police
were guilty of something that could not be justified, that through
some underhand scheme they had secured a lot of supplies and
were taking them away for their private use. We commenced
an investigation, and what did we find? We found that the
house of detention had foodstuffs stored there that had been
there since June, 1928,

The very fact of inefficiency in having ordered more food-
stuffs than were needed and storing them there was the cause
of this report being spread throughout this police precinct
that something was wrong when, as a matter of fact, there
was not anything wrong with the precinet.

I have here a list of all these things that were in stock. I
am not going to read this list, but remember that this stock
was placed there in June, 1928. I have here the requisitions
for the supplies for the detention precinet dated January 25,
1929, for supplies for the months of April, May, and June, 1929.

I find here a requisition for four dozen cans of gelatin, when
at the same time they had, and they have to-day, stored at this
precinet 200 pounds of gelatin that has been there almost two
years. They requisitioned 200 pounds of beans and they have
250 pounds that have been there for two years. They requisi-
tioned 20 pounds of mincemeat with 47 pounds out there since
June, 1928, and further down in the list we find some sardines,
578 cans of sardines stored at this precinet, and their explana-
tion of that is that formerly a woman had been employed in
the House of Detention who was very fond of sardines, but she
had quit the service and nobody else there cared for them.
[Laughter.]

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HOLADAY. I yield.
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Mr. GLOVER. I know we can not believe everything we
read in the papers here, but I saw in the papers a day or two
ago that school girls in this city could buy gin and other drinks
of that kind in this city. I wish the gentleman would tell us
whether that statement is true or not.

Mr. HOLADAY. I do not have definite information with
reference to that statement, but I will say that, in my opinion,
it is not true. The logic of the situation appeals to me as
rendering such a situation improbable and, I might say, im-
possible, I have no definite information in reference to that,
and all I can say is that, in my opinion, the reports in the
newspaper are not true,

Mr. GLOVER. Does not the gentleman believe that in justice
to the city when such statements are given out to the publie, as
they have been in the last day or two in the papers, that the
civic authorities should investigate that and, if not true, ask
the paper publishing the statement to kindly retract such state-
ment, which is prejudicial to the citizenship of Washington?

Mr. HOLADAY. Of course, we come back to this proposi-
tion—the newspaper answers that we did not publish that as a
fact, we simply published what was reported as a matter of
news. It seems that that was reported by a man who was
testifying before one of the committees of the House.

But, gentlemen, let me say with reference to the organization
of all precinets, the organization of the bureau of identifica-
tion, and throughout the entire system the responsibility must
be with the commissioner of police.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr., SIMMONS. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more.

Mr. HOLADAY. The President has nominated a new com-
missioner of police, General Crosby. 1 have confidence ‘in
General Crosby’'s ability and his desire to provide for the city
the best police force that is possible. I think that we ought not
to ask General Crosby to make an immediate shakeup. After
he has had time to make a careful study and investigation, I
believe that he will do what he believes is best. I think Con-
gress will ever be willing to support General Crosby, or any
other commissioner, in giving the city of Washington a first-
class police department.

There is one other reason for the unsatisfactory condition,
entirely beyond the control of the police, and that is the fact
that it is impossible here in our District courts to get an imme-
diate or early hearing of a criminal case.

We all know that the effort of every lawyer defending a
criminal is to get delay, because a criminal ease from the stand-
point of the public prosecutor is a good deal like a paneake, it
must be served hot. [Laughter.] If a man is arrested and
gives bond and it is a year or two years before his casescomes to
trial and then his attorney can get a continuance of a few
months, his successful prosecution is rendered very difficult,

The condition that exists in reference to the trial of criminal
cases is, in my opinion, largely due to the lack of effort on the
part of the judges of our courts. We have a municipal court
with five judges, who are holding court on an average two hours
and six minutes a day for a 5-day week. We have a police court
with four judges, holding court on an average 3 hours and 24
minutes for a 6-day week. I should say with reference to the
municipal court that they are current with their docket and
are asking that their jurisdiction be extended and enlarged.

We have a supreme court with seven judges, who are holding
court on an average 2 hours 53% minutes for a 5-day week
and taking three months vacation each year, with their eriminal
docket more than a year behind.

The responsibility for that condition, gentlemen, rests with
the courts, and we can not change that condition. The change
in the condition must come about by a new conception of
public duty on the part of our judges and a conception of public
duty that more nearly approaches the conception of the public
duty held by the late Chief Justice Taft. [Applause.]

Mr. GIBSON. May I suggest that in the equity division for
civil cases the court is about two years behind?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Are not the Federal courts all over
the country behind?

Mr. HOLADAY. No; I would not say everywhere, but I
think generally they are.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. We have had reports from the
Wickersham Commission indicating that the dockets are clogged
up almost universally.

Mr. HOLADAY. I am sorry to see the tendency, I think
throughout the United States, for judges of the court to hold
court shorter hours and shorter hours and fewer days and
fewer days and take longer vacations and longer vacations with
each succeeding year.

Gentlemen, in conclusion let me gay that it is the purpose of
the committee—and I believe the purpose of the Congress—to
do everything that is possible to improve the condition of the
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Washington police force. We have directed our efforts along
that line, and I believe that the provisions that are made in this
bill will, in connection with the new incoming commissioner in
charge of police, give to the city of Washington a better police
force in the years to come than it has had in the years that have
gone, [Applause.]

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to myself
for the purpose of asking unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp and to include therein, as a part of them,
a statement of the National Grange on farm legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield such time to the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] as he may require,

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I know the com-
mittee is anxious to reach the consideration of the bill in detail,
and, therefore, I shall detain it for only a few minutes. I do
not intend to discuss the many subjects which have been dis-
cussed by my friends who have just preceded me, but shall
advert to only one particular subject.

Since I entered the House more than 10 years ago, there has
been almost constant agitation of the question as to how the
cost of conducting the government of the Distriet of Columbia
should be divided—what part should be paid from the Federal
revenue and what part from the District revenue, At that time
a 50-50 ratio basis was in effect. Later the ratio basis was
modified so as to impose 60 per cent on the Distriet and 40 per
cent on the Treasury. Still later, some five or six years ago,
when the Distriet appropriation bill was under consideration, the
Holman rule being invoked, the ratio basis was abandoned and
the annual contribution of the Federal Government fixed at
£9,000,000, and that figure is still used, with the result that at
this time the Federal contribution is said to be less than 25
per cent of the total. Nine million is the amount carried in the
present bill

Those who opposed the ratio plan argued among other things
that it was illogical and wholly unwarranted in view of the fact
that conditions vary from time to time, so that in some year a
heavier liability and expense are cast on the District govern-
ment because of the value and care of the property belonging
to the Federal Government than in some other year. Accord-
ingly they contended that any inflexible ratio plan is incapable
of being defended. On the other hand, it was contended that
the ratio plan had long received the approval of Congress and
that it has the effect of insuring stability and relieving the
situation of uncertainty.

I do not see how those who oppose that plan as too rigid and
as possibly some times imposing on the Federal Treasury a
greater liability than it should bear, can deny that their argu-
ment applies with the same force to the lump-sum appropriation
method. A contribution of $9,000,000 is arbitrary. A few years
ago it might have been more or it might have been less than
the Federal Government should pay. To-day there are many
who assert that the amount is too small, and, perhaps, there are
some in the House who assert that it is too large. There is thus
a controversy which can not be appreciably quieted so long as
the view of any one Member of the House or Senate, however
able and well informed, or the view of any small subcommittee
of the House Committee on Appropriations, however able and
well informed is to be accepted as final.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Is it not a fact that when the $9,000,000
contribution was first put into effect it was given guite lengthy
discussion and attention on the floor of the House, and did not
the House adopt the recommendation almost unanimously ?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the fact is that the
committee brought in the $9,000,000 apprepriation. The point
of order was made against it and there was considerable dis-
cussion upon the point of order. The point of order was over-
ruled, because the Holman rule was held by the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole to control. Then there came a vote in
a very small Committee of the Whole, and the $9,000,000 was
retained in the bill, and the sum of $9,000,000, which, as I have
just stated is an arbitrary sum, has been continued ever since.

The character and processes of the government of the District
are determined exclusively by Congress, in which the people of
the District are unrepresented, and it must be admitted that it
is the duty of Congress to make the government as satisfactory
as possible and to remove if it can any ground for continual
doubt and agitation in respect to a matter of major importance.
In order to proceed in that direction I entertain the opinion,
which I have long held, that Congress should have the benefit
of the opinion and advice of some agency constituted and
equipped to investigate all of the facts and periodically recom-
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mend to Congress at limited intervals what the division of ex-
pense in fairness and justice should be. My belief is that there
is no other way of properly meeting the attack upon the present
policy which is hardly more than a year by year conjecture as
to the proportion to be paid out of the Federal Treasury and the
proportion to be paid out of the Distriet revenue—an extraor-
dinary guesswork kind of legislation. It seems to me that
there is no other method of tranquilizing a situation which is
marked by a great deal of confusion.

I am to-day introducing a bill to which I invite the serious
attention of the District Committee. It provides for the crea-
tion of a permanent commission to be composed of the chairmen
of the House and Senate District Committees and Committees
on Appropriations, a Commissioner of the District of Columbia,
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, and three residents of
the District appointed by the President. It contemplates that
the commission shall from time to time make a thorough in-
vestigation, and every four years, beginning in December, 1931,
when the Seventy-second Congress will meet in regular session,
report its recommendation to Congress touching the division of
expendifures. It is also authorized to make other recommenda-
tions to Congress relative fo legislation and administration per-
taining to the local government. The work of the commission
would not involve any large cost, which is to be shared equally
by the Federal and the District Governments, and it is at least
conceivable that it wonld make for coherence and improvement
in the existing status. It would surely, it seems to me, assist
Congress in discharging its inescapable obligation to maintain
governmental conditions in the District deserving general ap-
proval and at least not furnishing ground for well-merited dis-
satisfaction and complaint. [Applause.] I ask unanimous con-
sent to append to my remarks the bill which I have introduced.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the permanent commission hereinafter aun-
thorized to be appointed is directed, as soon as possible and from time
to time thereafter, to "inquire into the fiscal relations of the United
Btates and the District of Columbia, with a view to ascertaining and
recommending to Congress the amount of the annual contribution by
the Government of the United Btates toward the expenses of the Dis-
trict of Columbla. Tt shall make a thorough investigation of all the
conditions and circumstances which should be considered in determining
what in justice and fairness should be the division of the appropria-
tions between the Government and the Distriet. It shall report its
initial recomm®ndation to Congress i{n December, 1931, and make a
subsequent report every four years thereafter.

Brc. 2. That the officers and employees of all administrative agencies
of the government of the District of Columbia shall furnish to the
commission such information regarding powers, duties, activities, organi-
zation, and methods of business as the commission may require; and
the commission, or any of its employees when duly authorized by the
commission, shall have access to and the right to examine any books,
documents, papers, or records of any such ageney for the purpose of
gecuring the information needed by the ission in the pr tion
of its work.

Smc. 3. That the commission shall engage and use the services of
such experts and clerks as it may need in performing its duties, with-
out being subject to the requirements of any existing law in selecting
them, and shall fix the compensation they are to recelve. And to this
end, and to cover all expenses of every character incident to the per-
formance of its duties, there is hereby authorlzed to be appropriated
such sums as may be necessary, the same to be paid in equal propor-
tions by the Government of the United Btates and the District of
Columbia, and to be expended by the commission under such regula-
tions as it may preseribe, and every report to the Congress shall
include an itemized statement of expenditures up to the date thereof.

BEc. 4. That the said commission shall be composed of the chairmen
of the Committess on the District of Columbia of the House and Senate,
the chairmen of the Committees on Appropriations of the House and
Benate, one of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia desig-
nated by the Board of Commissioners, the Director of the Bureau of
the Budget, and three actual residents of the Distriet of Columbia ok
capacity and experience, who are willing to serve without compensa-
tion, who ghall be appointed by the President. Whenever any committee
chairman is unable for any reason to act he ghall designate a member
of his commitiee to act In his stead for such time as he may think
proper, and notwithstanding the expiration of any Congress the chalr-
men of the said committees in any such Congress, or the members
deslgnated by the chairmen to act, shall continue to serve until new
committees are created by the subsequent Congress. Whenever the
Commissioner of the District of Columbia who has been designated to
act is onable to do so, the board shall designate another commissioner
to act in his stead for such time as it may think proper, and whenever
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget may be unable to act he shall
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designate one of his subordinates to act in his stead for such time as
he may think proper. Each of the persons appointed by the President
and the successor of such person shall continue to serve until, because
of death or disability, or for any reason appearing to the President,
another person is appointed who shall have the same qualifications as
the orlginal appointee.

Sgc, 5. That the said commission is autborized, in its discretion, at
any time to make other recommendations to Congress relative to legis-
lation and administration pertaining to the government of the District
of Columbla as it may think desirable.

Bec. 6. That the sald commission is authorized to conduet its work
while Congress is in session or during any recess thereof.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, we have no further requests
for time, and I ask that the Clerk read the bill for amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Farmers' produce market: For the aequisition of a site in squares
Nos. 354 and 355, including all necessary expenses for the clearing and
“leveling of the ground, the erection of protection sheds and suitable
gtands and stalls, and the installation of sanitary conveniences and
heating and telephone service, in accordance with the provisions of the
act entitled “An act authorizing nequisition of a eite for the farmers’
produce market, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1929 (45
Stat. 1487), $800,000, to be immediately available.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. UspeErHILL ; Page 7, beginning in line 6,
strike out the paragraph ending in line 15.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, as most of you know, I
have served as a member of the Committee on the District of
Columbia for the past 10 years. I have sacrificed a great deal
in order that I might do what I considered my duty toward the
Nation’s Capital and the Distriet of Columbia. Although I have
fathered some constructive legislation, yet most of my construc-
tive successes have been in the nature of destruction. In other
words, I have endeavored to protect the Distriet from unfriendly,
unwise proposals from without and from foolishness and folly
from within, and so have been more active in opposing proposed
legislation than I have been in supporting legislation for the
Distriect. The purpose of the amendment which I have just
offered is of that character of constructive legislation through
destruction in an effort to eliminate this unnecessary, unjust,
wasteful, useless, extravagant expenditure of $300,000 for a
utility which is of no value to the residents of the District and
of little or no value to those outside of the District. Such a
proposal may have been quite an adjunct to the District at one
time, but that time has passed. New developments within and
without the District make this appropriation absolutely and
entirely unnecessary. I hope that the usual sympathy of the
House for the farmer will not influence Members in their action
on this amendment. As I understand it, practically 80 per cent
of the farmers who do business in the District are opposed to
this legislation; 80 per cent of the merchants are opposed to it,
and, as far as I can learn, 100 per cent of the people are opposed
to it.

Furthermore, the act which we passed in the Seventieth
Congress was for the purchase by condemnation or otherwise
of the whole of squares No. 354 and 355, as shown on the books
of the surveyor of the District of Columbia. This provides
for a farmers’ produce market, for the acquisition of a site in
squares No, 354 and 355. I am familiar with this legislation,
as the matter first came before the District of Columbia Com-
mittee two years ago. At that time I was quite convinced
that it was unnecessary but did not like to take a decided
stand on the subject. However, the fight came upon the loca-
tion, and I was registered in the committee in favor of the
southwest site, With me it is not a question to-day of location,
where it shall be put, but it is a question of elimination.

Mr. STALKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERHILI. I want first to finish my statement. The
bill provides $300,060 for this purpose, and $225,000 is for the
acquisition of land, a site in these two sqguares. The price at
which this can be secured is, as usual, far, far above the as-
sessed valuation. I will leave it to others to tell you of the
objections to this particulsr site, But I will propose, if the
chairman of the subecommittee will be gracious enough to
do so——

The CHAIRMAN,
chusetts has expired.

Myr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 10 minutes.

Mr. STALKER. I object.

The time of the gentleman from Massa-
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The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support
of the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and Members of
the House, I simply want to say that on Sunday a week ago I
was driving out Florida Avenue NE. and saw some buildings
under construction. I stopped and went in and looked over
the buildings. I saw 50 of the finest stores that could possibly
be erected to house commission houses being constructed and 75
per cent completed.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
right there?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. In a minute. I made inquiry,
and found that 40 of the stores were being built by individual
merchants who were paying for the stores themselves, had
bought the ground, and the others were being built by con-
tractors to sell to the merchants of the District of Columbia.

Now, when the merchants of the District of Columbia are
willing to build their own markets, and, further, have set aside
a large tract of ground for the farmers' market, it seems to me,
as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNpERHILL] says, it
is an absolute waste of funds to vote this appropriation.

Now I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts,

Mr, UNDERHILL. I wanted to propound a question to the
chairman of the subcommittee in charge of this bill, and that
question was this: In view of his observation that the business
men of Washington had solved this problem—and I agree with
him—and in view of the fact that a market like the Western
Market, a large center market, has vacant stalls at the present
time, and in view of the fact that the commission merchants
and the farmers themselves have combined and purchased a
large tract of land over at Fort Meigs, where they are going to
have extended operations and buildings, how ecould he subscribe
to a favorable report for the expenditure of $300,000, which
would be a duplication of that which is already under con-
templation and under process of construection by private indi-
viduals?

Mr. SIMMONS. Personally, I do not subseribe to it. I think

this proposed $300,000 is an unjustified expenditure, and, in any
event, it is more than is necessary. However, the Committee
on Appropriations overruled me on that opinion. The committee
favored this appropriation. Personally, I am opposed to it.
- Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The hearings disclose the com-
missioners favor postponing this appropriation. It should be
held in abeyance until you learn just how far the commission
men are going. The largest dealers in Washington have already
purchased ground and are building in the northeast section.
No matter what action is taken here to-day, you are not going to
get these merchants to move to the southwest. They certainly
should know what is best for their business. If they decide, as
they have, that southwest is not a suitable location, that cer-
tainly should be evidence enongh for Members of the House.
Hveryone knows the long fight that has been waged to force the
commission men to go southwest. They have rebzlled, however,
and at their own expense are constructing their own market.
It is not fair to spend their money for a market they will
not use,

Mr, GAMBRILL, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentfleman from Maryland moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. GAMBRILL., Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes.

Mr. STALKER. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made.

Mr. GAMBRILL. Mr. Chairman, in view of the objection, I
will eax:at. conflne my remarks to the statement that I had pre-
par

I want to say to the membership of this House that I repre-
sent a district that furnishes 65 per cent of the farmers who
bring their farm produce to the farmers’ market, and with my
colleagne from Maryland [Mr, ZisLManN] represent 85 per cent
of the farmers who bring their produce to the farmers’ market,

This bill for the acquisition of a site in southwest Washington
for a farmers’ market is the most indefensible piece of legisla-
tion that has been passed by this House since I have been a
Member.

Mr. GIBSON.
question?

Mr. GAMBRILL. Yes.

M. ;}IBSON. Will your farmers go down to southwest Wash-

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a
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Mr. GAMBRILL. They certainly will not. The Maryland
and Virginia farmers met in the city of Washington on January
15, 1930, and voted almost unanimously—only two persons
opposing—to accept the offer of the Union Market Terminal Co.,
that has acquired the Patterson tract, of which they have pur-
chased 40 acres, and on which they are erecting at the present
time commission buildings in order to accommodate 42 commis-
sion merchants, Those men have expended $750,000, or will
have spent that much in the next few months, and the farmers
want to go there, so that there is no need for your establishing a
market in southwest Washington.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GAMBRILL, Yes.

Mr. MURPHY. Was not this matter gone over carefully a
year or two ago, and is it not a question like this, whether the
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad shall haul produce into this District
and five other railroads coming into the District shall bring
green stufl from the South?

Mr. GAMBRILL. The question of water or rail transpor-
tation does not enter into this proposition to the slightest degree.

Mr. UNDERHILL, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GAMBRILL. In a moment.

Ninety-nine per cent of the vegetables and fruits and produce
that go to the farmers’ market is hauled there by the farmers
themselves, and does not come by rail transportation, water, or
otherwise, except as hauled by the farmers themselves.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The bill says this is a farmers’ market,
1t says nothing about its being an adjunct of the Pennsylvania
Ralilroad or the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad or five other rail-
roads, I think Congress is going a long way afield in appro-
priating $300,000 for any or all of the railroads.

Mr. GAMBRILIL. The farmers’' produce market is intended
as a place where the farmers can bring their produce, display,
and sell it. There will be no facilities at this farmers’ market
for storage. All the goods consigned to Washington by rail or
water go to the commission merchants and jobbers in wholesale
lots and is distributed by them, so that there should not enter
into the discussion any question of rail transportation.

Some time ago Congress pronounced the doom of the old
Center Market, and this market must be vacated by July 1,
1930, to make way for the public buildings south of Pennsylvania
Avenue, I take it to be a proper function of a municipality to
provide convenient market places where the food supply neces-
sary for the people may be readily had and distributed. This
municipal duty has been recognized and acted on by every city
of any considerable size with which I am familiar.

Owing to the dual relation here in Washington between the
Federal Government and the Distriect of Columbia, this duty
may be a joint one and possibly there may be some who hold
to the belief that the furnishing of these facilities should be left
to private enterprise. Regardless of how this question is
determined, it can hardly be doubted that in some way or in
some manner a center market will be found which will be the
main distributing point of the food supply of the city: Like-
wise, it will hardly be denied that for the convenience of the
householders and the public generally this center market should
be the location also of the cominission produce merchants and
the farmers who bring their truck to the city. Centralization
rather than decentralization is desirable and, indeed, necessary.

I can hardly belleve that the center market will be located
in southwest Washington, for to do so would place the market
back of all the whole line of public buildings now being con-
structed, those which are planned to be constructed, and in a
gection far removed from the center of population.

If it be admitted that, as a result of legislation or the initia-
tive of private enterprise, there will be developed in the course
of time a center market place in Washington, and if it be con-
ceded this center market is not to be located south of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue, then it is a waste of money to provide for a
farmers’ market south of Pennsylvania Avenue with a center
market in some other place north thereof.

The three market activities—the retail market, the commis-
sion produce merchants, and the truckers who come to the
farmers’ market—form units which ought not be separated if
the convenience of the public is to be recognized.

To my mind, one of the most indefensible pieces of legislation
that has been passed by Congress since I have been a Member
was the passage of H. R. 8298, for the acquisition of a site for a
farmers’ market in southwest Washington on squares bounded
by Tenth, Eleventh, E, and G Streets.

I have no criticism to offer to the action of the Committee on
Appropriations in reporting an item of $300,000 to earry out the
legislative intent and purpose of the bill, H. R. 8298, for this,
I take it, was its duty. However, this does not preclude the
House from rejecting the asked-for appropriation if it is inde-
fensible, unwise, and wholly useless,
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It is not my purpose to go into the merits or, rather, the
demerits of this legislation, for which an appropriation is now
being asked, as the subject was discussed in the first session of
the Seventieth Congress when the legislation came up for con-
sideration.

It might be said, parenthetically, however, that the location
of this farmers’ market in southwest Washington will place it
1% miles from the center of population, access to which
can only be had from the north, northwest, and northeast
by crossing Pennsylvania Avenue; that four-fifths of the popula-
tion of Washington is to be found north of Pennsylvania Ave-
nue; that the whole of the territory south of Pennsylyania
Avenue, from the Capitol to the White House and down to the
Mall, will be given over to public buildings and parks; that the
proposal is to construct a farmers' produce market in a section
cut off from the rest of Washington, in a section that can not
expand because of topographieal limitation and terrain.

But aside from these facts, but briefly summarized, you con-
template building a farmers’ produce market in a section where:
the farmers will not go, for the very obvious reason that they will
find no customers. And by your own lack of foresight, which
has been shown, you will drive the truckers out of business and
place the food control of this city more and more in the hands
of the“chain stores.

Some might argue that the city has established a fish market
in southwest Washington, and for this reason the farmers’ mar-
ket should be there; but the fish market has no retail trade,
and it is the retail trade between the farmers and the house-
holders which should be encouraged. When Maj. Oarey H.
Brown was here in Washington with the City Park and Plan-
ning Commission he made a survey of this market situation,
and here is what he had to say regarding the fish market :

The experience of the fish market is this, as I am Informed: It was
contemplated by the municipal government at the time the fish market
was located that there would be a very large retail business in fish and
sea food that would come down to that market. That has not been
borne out by experience. People do not go down there to buy fish and
sea food, because it is too far, too inconvenient,

The irony of the situation is that the legislation on which this
proposed appropriation is based calls for the acquisition of land
and the erection of sheds “ for the purpose of a wholesale farm-
ers’ market.” What is needed is not a wholesale farmers’ mar-
ket but a retail market, so that the farmers and truckers may
sell direct to the consumers,

A year or two ago most of the truckers who hauled their
produce to Washington were provided for at a farmers’ market
somewhere to the west of the Center Market. Then over
$3,000,000 worth of produce was sold yearly from this farmers’
market, of which over 30 per cent, or about $1,000,000, was
retail trade.

But will the truckers haul their produce to the southwest
gite where customers are not to be found and where there is no
natural center of trade? Of course not. And you will have a
farmers' market as barren as the Sahara Desert, Of all the
truckers who bring their produce to the Washington markets
85 per cent come from the districts represented by Congressman
Ziaumax and me, and it is safe to say 65 per cent of all such
truckers come from my distriet.

I know what the truckers are going to do. Some are going
out of business thoroughly discouraged by the lack of foresight
shown by Congress in trying to corral them in a remote section
of Washington, in a cul-de-sac where there is no business to
be found; some will seek other markets, the Eastern and the
Western ; some will huckster their produce ; but hardly one will
go to southwest Washington ; and all are resolved not to place
themselves in the hands of the Terminal Refrigerating & Ware-
hpusing Co., who are the principal backers and prospective
beneficiaries of this indefensible legislation,

That company's first objective was to have legislation passed
providing for a farmers' market in southwest Washington along-
side of their refrigeration plant, and by doing this they thought
they would eatch the commission produce merchants in their
spider's web and compel these merchants to go to southwest
Washington,

The terminal company thought the commission produce mer-
chants would be bound to follow the farmer and that the
farmers would be forced to this site in southwest Washington,

But what is the situation? Bear in mind that when the
farmers’ market was located on B and Little B Streets, be-
tween Tenth and Twelfth Streets NW.—property now taken
over for use by Commerce Department Building—the commis-
slon houses were in the immediate vicinity on B Street, Louisi-
ana Avenune, and C Street, between Ninth and Tenth; also on
Ninth and Tenth Streets, between B and C Streets NW.
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The scheme of the terminal eompany was to locate the farm-
ers’ market next door to them in the southwest site, the idea
being that the commission men would be attracted there, and,
this accomplished, they felt that through their storage facilities
they would have a control over the food supply of the city.
Now, as a matter of fact, the commission merchants are first
and foremost business men, and it was an idle thought that
prompted the belief that these business men would go to a por-
tion of the city far removed from the center of population.

Acting in furtherance of their best interest, these commission
merchants purchased 40 acres of land of the Patterson tract in
the northeast, and buildings are now being erected there to
accommodate 42 commission houses and jobbers who control 80
per cent of the fruit and vegetable wholesale commission busi-
ness of Washington. And a portion of the land so acguired in
the Patterson tract has been laid aside for occupancy by the
farmers who wish to come there to sell their produce. Inasmuch
as yvou have the commission produce merchants controlling 80
per cent of the fruit and vegetable wholesale commission busi-
ness planning to go to the Patterson tract, and inasmuch as
there has been no provision made as yet for the location of a
center market to take the place of the one to be abandoned on
July 1, 1930, would it not be the part of wisdom to defer making
any appropriation for a farmers’ market as called for by this
bill under consideration until it ean be determined if all the
activities ean not be centralized rather than be scattered to the
four winds of the city? And there are other reasons why this
appropriation should not be made at this time.

On January 6, 1930, Senator Capper introduced Senate bill 3090,
authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to
acquire, by purchase or condemnation, suitable land within the
Distriet of Columbia for this purpose of a public market, de-
voted to the sale of food, including products of the farm, the
land to be acquired for this purpose to be selected by the joint
actions of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the
Secretary of Agriculture, and the Director of the Office of Public
Buildings and Publie Parks of the National Capital.

This bill of Senator Capper further provides that * on not less
than 200.000 square feet of the land the commissioners shall
cause to be constructed such shelters and other improvements
and facilities as they deem necessary for use by farmers for the
sale of products of the farm.”

On Saturday, March 8, 1930, a hearing was held on this bill by
the Senate District Committee when housewives, farmers, store-
keepers, and citizen leaders packed the commiftee room advo-
cating a favorable report on the bill. It has the indorsement of
the Federation of Citizens’ Association, and the demand for a
center market with a farmers’ market as an essential and nec-
essary adjunct thereto seems to be universal in Washington. A
similar bill, H. R. 8561, was introduced in the House by the gen-
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. BowMAxN], and has been re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.” Would it
not be the part of wisdom and good sense to defer action on
appropriating $300,000 for a farmers’ market in southwest
Washington until action has been taken on these bills for the
establishment of a center market? :

Furthermore, there is a bill, H. R. 6120, known as the Elliott

bill, which passed the House on December 16, 1929, and has been
reported with amendments by the Senate Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds, providing for the further acquisition
for use of the United States of lands south of Pennsylvania Ave-
noe so as to embrace all of the territory bounded by Pennsyl-
vania Avenue and New York Avenue on the north, Virginia
Avenue and Maryland Avenue projected in a straight line to
Twining Lake on the south, and Delaware Avenue SW. on the
east. .
Of course, the acquisition of this further land for public
buildings and parks will place the southwest site for a farmers’
market back of all the fine buildings to be erected for the va-
rious activities of the Government. A more illogical, unsuitable,
and improper place for a farmers’ market, or any other market
activity, could hardly be found in the whole of Washington.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
congent that the time of the gentleman may be extended one
minute so that I may ask a question.

The CHATIRMAN,
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LANEFORD].

There was no objection.

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I am much interested in what
the gentleman is saying. This has been before the eommittees
of Congress for several years, possibly three times before the
House and three times before the Senate committee. The Dis-
triet commissioners have approved it, as well as the Committee
on Appropriations, Can the gentleman distinguish between the
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view of the District commissioners and the Appropriations Com-
mittee and the views of the farmers?

Mr. GAMBRILL. I can not distinguish between those views.
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia ask that the
matter be deferred for two or three years until it may be deter-
mined where the new center market should be located, it being
the desire of everyone that the marketing activities be central-
ized rather than decentralized.

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired .

M{. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I rise In opposition to the amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georeia [Mr. Hart]
is recognized in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. HARHE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
the bill authorizing this appropriation, as most of you will re-
member, was gone into quite thoroughly and in great detail last
year. I want to disagree to some extent with one of the state-
ments already made, to the effect that 99 per cent of the
fruits and vegetables that come from the farm and consumed in
Washington are delivered here by neighboring farmers,

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HARE. I yield.

Mr. COYLE. The statement of your colleague from Mary-
land was that 99 per cent of the produce brought to the farmers’
market came in the farmers’ own conveyances; not 99 per cent
of what was consumed here,

Mr. HARE. That may be true, but the point I wish to make
iz that according to evidence produced last year, T0 per cent or
more of the fruits and vegetables consumed in the city of Wash-
ington were fruits and vegetables shipped here from various
States not contiguous to the city of Washington or neighboring
territory.

It was further testified, if I recall correctly, that possibly 60

per cent of the fruits and vegetables consumed in the city of
Washington are first sent to Potomac Yards by freight or by ex-
press and from there assigned to commission merchants in
Washington.
# I went into this quite thoroughly last year and I was im-
pressed with the southwest market, for this reason: If 70 per
cent or more of the fruits and vegetables consumed in this city
are shipped from other States, such as Louisiana, Texas, West
Virginia, Arkansas, Georgia, South Carolina, and other States
and go through the Potomac Yards, the question naturally arises
as to which location in the city will be most convenient for the
delivery of these products in Washington from the yards re-
ferred to.

To illustrate, if I ship a carload of cantaloupes to Potomae
Yard, and they arrive there this evening or to-night and I see
from the report of the market news service of the Department
of Agriculture that in the city of Washington the supply of
cantaloupes is limited I will wire direct to Potomac Yard that
this carload be consigned and directed to a commission mer-
chant in the city of Washington. Now, if the wholesale market
is located at the southwest market, as already provided, jost 1
mile from Potomae Yard, that carload of cantaloupes can be
moved there within 30 minutes and placed on the market fo-
morrow morning for sale at the rising of the sun. On the other
hand, if the market is located at the place designated here as
the Patterson or Eckington tract, that carload of cantaloupes
would have to be placed on another railroad track, carried over
two separate and distinet railroad lines, a distance of 21 miles
before it could reach the Patterson tract or the Eckington loea-
tion, and it would not arrive at either place before noon the
following day, which would mean a 24-hour delay in getting
this car of cantaloupes on the market. You can readily see
how such an arrangement would operate to the disadvantage of
both the shipper and the consumer.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for five minutes more.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as other gentlemen
have not been allowed that privilege, while I have no interest
in the matter one way or the other, except that all should be
treated alike, I object.

Mr. HALL of Indiana.
the last two words.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harw)
is recognized.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, T rise in opposition to the amendment because I
have had an opportunity to see the development of this par-
ticular piece of legislation from its inception. Being on the sub-
connnittee of the legislative branch of the Committee on the Dis-

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
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trict of Columbia, I attended all the hearings and I went into
the matter very thoroughly.

Two years ago this proposition was threshed out in committee
and threshed out on the floor of the House, and the Senate went
into the matter very carefully. The stamp of approval has
been placed upon this proposed legislation all down the line—
the authorization of $300,000 for the purchase of the two
squares, and before the legislation came to the committee it had
the approval of the Cemmissioners of the District of Columbia.

Mr. HOLADAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALL of Indiana. No; not at this time.

Mr. HOLADAY. 1 think the gentleman is nmking a mis-
statement. I would like to ask him a question.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. No; that was the report of the Com-
missioners of the Distriet of Columbia as it came to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, and it is included in the
report that was given to the House when this bill was placed
under congideration.

Mr.- HOLADAY. Let me say to the gentleman that at the
hearings before our committee a few weeks ago the commission-
ers reported they were against it at the present time.

Mr. HALL of Indiana., Then may I say in answer to that
statement that in reading the hearings before the appropriating
committee I found that when the gentleman from Illinois asked
Commissioner Taliaferro exactly the same question he gaid
that if he had an opportunity and was asked to make the same
report he would do the same as he did two years ago, and when
asked, I believe by the gentleman from Kentucky, if the condi-
tions of the market situation had changed over the past two
years he said he could see no particular change in the situa-
tion.

Mr. UNDERHILL.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. No; I understand the location.
Mr. HOLADAY. Will the gentleman give the report of the
other two commissioners?

Mr. HALL of Indiana. The Commissioners of the District of
Columbia in their report indorsed two locations. One was the
northeast location, known as the Eckington site, and the other
was the southwest location, down by the flsh market, and they
sald if they were called upon to make a report as to which
they preferred they would prefer the southwest location.

After listening to all the evidence and seeing the general move-
ments that have come about over this 2-year period, there are
these facts to be considered: First, the guestion of location.
Then there comes the question of defeating the purpose of the
legislation in reference to another site. Then there comes an
amendment before the appropriating committee to destroy all
legislation, and now we are face to face with an amendment to
strike out the appropriation altogether. It seems to me the
question of desirability of a farmers' market enters into the
proposition, and all through our hearings there was shown the
necessity for a farmers' market controlled by the farmers and
under the control of the officers of the District of Columbia, to
use as a safeguard against beating down prices and placing the
farmers under the direct control of commission merchants. In
doing this we are eliminating competition and making it impos-
gible for the farmers to bring in their produce and sell it at
their own prices instead of placing them directly under the
influence of the commission merchants, Therefore it seems to
me this appropriation should be kept in the bill and the commis-
sioners be permitted to carry out the project, which has the
stamp of approval of all the officers. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, when the House was considering
the legislative bill, under which this appropriation is sought to
be made, I asked the author of the bill, Mr. STaLkER, if it were
contemplated that there should be any retail department in the
market to be established in the southwest. His reply was
“no™; that it was to be solely a wholesale proposition.

Now, the proposition as I see it is this: Whether at Govern-
ment expense we are going to establish in Washington a whole-
sale marketing plant into which produce from distant points in
the country may be shipped, and thereby take from the farmers
and truck growers about Washington their Washington market,
and establish a retail market for the people around Washington
who are entitled to this place at which to market their produce?
If we are, we should strike out this appropriation,

My view is that the people in and around Washington who
have truck farms are entitled to have Washington for their mar-
ket, to which place they can bring their produce and market it
and =ell directly to the consumers. [Applause.]

Mr. UNDERHILL. But they have specifically stated they do
not want it; the commission merchants who handle the prodoce

I think the gentleman has the location
CO
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from the outside state they do not want it, and the citizens’

associations are unanimously opposed to it.

thgir. BUSBY. I can not see any reason for our forcing it on
m.

Mr. McCSWAIN. Are not the farmers from other States, who
can not come in here in wagons and in automobiles, entitled to
some consideration in sending their produce here?

Mr. BUSBY. I do not yield any further.

Mr. McSWAIN. Are they not entitled to some consideration
in the District of Columbia?

Mr. BUSBY. They are not entitled to have the Government
establish a plant here to which they can ship their produce any
more than are the people in St. Lonis or Chicago or any other
place, and the folks in South Carolina, in Georgia, and in all of
the other States are in the same boat about that proposition.

Mr, McSWAIN. But for a generation have we not been fur-
nishing a place for the farmers from Maryland, Virginia, and
Pennsylvania, and are not the farmers from the outside entitled
to the same consideration?

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
three words. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
I want you to understand what this amendment is and what
the proposition in this bill is. This proposition is not for a
farmers' market. It ought to be dubbed another real-estate pro-
vision for Washington realtors and not for the farmers. [Ap-
plause.] Remember that when you are voting for this you are
voting $225,000 for Washington real-estate sealpers and $75,000
for a place for a so-called farmers' market.

I have maintained a home in the city of Washington during
my term in Congress, with the exception of one year, and I have
had my family here. I have been an almost daily visitor to
these markets for the purpose of making purchases, and 1 want
to say to you that if you pass this bill with this item in it you
are not doing it in the interest of the farmers and you are
doing it against the interests of the consuming public, as my
own personal experience in these markets show.

I hope the gentleman’s amendment will earry. It is a real-
estate proposition rather than a farmers’ proposition.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman and my colleagues, I rise in
opposition to the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu-
sefts [Mr. UNperHILL]. I am heartily in favor of the appro-
priation of $300,000 for the establishment of a farmers’ produce
market in sonthwest Washington.

If such produce market is established in the southwest part of
the city it will be in close proximity of Potomac Yard. Prac-
tically all of the produce from the southeast enters Washington
and the north through Potomac Yard. My own State of Florida
possibly ships through Potomac Yard on an average of $100,-
000,000 warth of fruit and vegetables annually, and, of course,
a large portion of this is carried on across the IPotomac River
and distributed here in the city of Washington., If the market
iz established in the southwest, as provided in the bill, then
Florida products which reach Potomac Yard will have approxi-
mately 1 mile to travel to find the way into the Washington
market, while on the other hand, if the farmers' produce market
is established in northwest Washington, Florida produce will
have to, in Potomae Yard, be transferred two or three times in
reaching the northwest Washington market. It will also travel
approximately 30 additional miles in reaching the market if
placed in the northwest part of the city. This additional mile-
age will not only cause great expense to the shippers of my
State, but would cause a delay of some 3 to 24 hours.

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Alr. GREEN. Not now; I am sorry that I have not the time.

The fact is that my State sends more vegetables and fruits
to the Washington market than any other State of the Union——

Mr. GAMBRILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN. Other than possibly Maryland and Virginia.

I am sorry that I can not yield now to my friend from Mary-
land.

Therefore why should not my people have their produce
placed on the Washington market as quickly and economically
as possible rather than to delay possibly 24 hours for the
transfer on different railroads, and in the meantime perhaps
the market has declined. The gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. UnpEraiiL] and others object to appropriating $300,000,
while several million dollars represent the annual gross receipts
from produce sold in the Washington market, The expenditure
by the Government is fully warranted.

Mr. GAMBRILL rose.

Mr. GREEN. I regret that the time is so limited that I can
not yleld.
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In making this appropriation for the establishment of the
farmers' produce market in Washington we should take into
consideration the benefits to be derived from people from all
parts of the country, as the taxpayers’ money from all parts
of the country will be used in payment for the buildings and
grounds, and surely my State should have a voice in where the
market will be established. Florida sends from $40,000,000 to
$50,000,000 annually to the Federal Treasury. It also sends
more fruit and vegetable produce to the Washington market
than any other State in the Union with the possible exception
of Maryland and Virginia; therefore I desire to register my
protest of the northwest location and my approval of the south-
west location.

I would also like to remind my colleagues that some two years
ago the matter of authorizing this market in the southwest
was well debated in the House, approved by the House, and
sent to the other end of the Capitol. At the other end of the
Capitol the same procedure was held, and the other body has
given approval for the southwest site. Our own House Appro-
priations Committee has authorized and approved this $300,000
item for the establishment of the market in the southwest, and
I feel that it is nothing but keeping of good faith for us to vote
favorably for the appropriation.

To vote against same would be breaking of the faith which
we manifested some two years ago when we passed the bill for
the establishment of the market in the southwest. As for me,
1 shall vote to uphold the cbligations of and the integrity of
the House of Representatives.

1 am pleading for the fruit and vegetable growers of my
State and of the entire country, who receive so little, but de-
serve so much. In voting to establish this market in southwest
Washington you will aid them. It is a farm relief measure.

My friend from South Carolina [Mr. Hare] is entirely cor-
rect. It is a matter of either protecting and aiding the men
who are producing the vegetables and the fruits of our coun-
try or it is to assist the speculators to diminish the net re-
ceipts of the producers, For my part, I shall vote against the
speculators and grafters and for the farmers and growers of
my State who are braving the atmospheric elements and wring-
ing, by the sweat of their brow, an honest living from Mother
Earth. These men make nations strong. [Applause.]

May I again remind my colleagues that Florida is mate-
rially interested in the establishment of this market in the
southwest, My State furnishes approximately 80 per cent of
the nation’s grapefruit; 60 per cent of the nation’s eggplant;
42 per cent of the table cucumbers; 41 per cent of the snap
beans; 66 per cent of the peppers; 30 per cent of the celery;
27 per cent of the tomatoes; 12 per cent of the early Irish
potatoes; and a large percentage of the other vegetables and
fruits, including an abundance of the best oranges and straw-
berries in the world. [Applause.] These figures are approxi-
mate, but statistics, I believe, will reveal that, in some cases,
at least, even a greater percentage is furnished,

If the Washington farmers’ produce market were placed in
the northwest part of the city instead of the southwest, it
would probably cost the fruit and vegetable growers of my
State $100,000 annually. My friends, they are interested; and
a vofe for the establishment of the market in the southwest is
decidedly not only in their favor but in the interest of farm
relief. Now, those of my colleagues who are really in favor of
farm relief have an opportunity to show same by voting for
the establishment of the market in the southwest. In fact, all
States south of Potomac Yard are interested in this matter and
will be benefited by this appropriation,

It is also my opinion that the consuming public in the eity of
Washington will be given their fruits and vegetables at a de-
cidedly lower figure by such act. A great amount of waste,
expense, and lost motion to the citizens of Washington and the
growers of the Nation will be avoided by establishing of the
market in the southwest, and I sincerely trust that the House
will ratify its former authorization by now appropriating the
meney for the establishment. [Applause.]

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
I have been endeavoring, as best I know how, to save money to
the Treasury of the United States, but I am not in favor of the
proposed amendment and I will tell you why.

I believe it would be an act of bad faith if we were to strike
out the paragraph included in the motion of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. UNpErRHILL].

This fight was fought and decided two years ago, and I do
not suppose there was a more intense fight ever waged on this
floor than the one that was precipitated at that time. The
proposal that was in the bill as it came from the subcommittee
was identical with the proposal that was submitted on this floor
at that time for the purpose of beating this marketing measure.
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At that time we adopted what is the langunage now in the bill
as it appears before you, and in doing this we are carrying out
th> mandate of the Congress as then expressed.

Now, what has transpired since that time? I will agree with
the gentleman who has already spoken here that this was a
fight then, and it is a fight now, between the railroads. The
gentlemen from Maryland need not think they are deceiving
anybody when they say it is not; and it was decided at that
time that five railroads should have access to this market,
whereas only one would have access if the northeast site were
adopted. [Applause.]

The position I am taking is that by reason of the action of
this Congress thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars
have been invested where this southwest market is supposed to
be located. Now, are we going to have it said that after these
people who have acted in good faith have made their invest-
ments near this site to the sum of more than $500,000 we are
going to back-track and by an Indian trick cause them the loss
of the money they have invested?

I say this would not be fair to those who have invesied their
money in good faith where many new buildings have been
erected, including warehouses, to be used solely for marketing
purposes.

In my opinion it would be one of the best things possible for
this market to be located at this site, so that, as has been stated
here, there could not be a conrbination of commission men or
anybody else against the consumers in the city of Washington.

As 1 have said, with me at this time it is a matter of good
faith and this Congress should not violate its promise made that
the market would be located here, thus inducing many to spend
their money in making improvements with respect to the market
that was to be established where designated in the authorization
act.

Mr. BYRNS. AMr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Indiana
states, this proposition was fought out two years ago on the
floor of this House, and then the fight was carried to the Senate
where it was also contested vigorously. I never heard anyone
two years ago make the argument that the market was not
needed. As I recall the arguments made two years ago, it
seemed to be conceded by all that a market, such as this pro-
poses, was needed., The only difference was whether it should
be in the locality then selected or in some other locality.

If my memory serves me correctly, I was one of those who
voted with a small minority in favor of the locality that was
not selected by Congress.

But after the most exhaustive consideration, in which every
point was made that has béen made here to-day, the House, by
a decided majority, decided to select the market in southwest
Washington.

Then it went to the Senate, and affter a vigorous fight between
the Senators from Virginia and Maryland, in which it was con-
ceded that the market was needed, the Senate confirmed the
action of the House and voted for the location in southwest
Washington.

Now it is proposed to make the fight all over again. As the
gentleman from Indiana says, Congress has gone on record,
and there are those who have involved themselves financially on
the theory and the idea that Congress has authorized and located
the market in southwest Washington.

I am surprised at the effort here—not to change
an effort made to defeat it altogether. This is
tlemen, an opposition that arises because another
selected.

Mr., UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS. No; I have not the time.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman is making
that can not be backed up.

Mr. BYRNS. I do not yield. The gentleman was on the
District of Columbia Committee—I do not know how he voted.

Mr. UNDERHILL. I voted for this site.

Mr. BYRNS. Then the gentleman at that time eonceded that
it was needed. It was approved by the District of Columbia
Committee, of which the gentleman from Massachusetts was a
member, and who now proposes to defeat the site altogether;
it was approved by the Budget committee, it was approved by
the President, and sent here in accordance with the law relat-
ing to the sending of estimates. The Committee on Appropria-
tions acted in accordance with what was the overwhelming
sentiment of Congress and has recommended this appropriation.
I think it is a question of good faith, I think that the goed
faith of Congress is involved, and that this appropriation ought
to be made. [Applause.]

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, T am in thorough sympathy with the chairman of our
committee and with the minority leader of our committee on

the site—but
simply, gen-
site was not

a statement
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this proposition. I take a few minutes to talk, not about the
erection of the market but to discuss the appropriation sought
to be used in the southwest for this market.

The objection that came to our committee was that the price
of the property was too high, and that a limit should be placed
on the price to be paid for this property. That was the subtle
way of killing the market proposition for the District of
Columbia,

You sat here the other day and heard our beloved Speaker
of this House tell you what happened when the condemnation
proceedings took place—that they paid 127 per cent more for
the property that they needed than the assessed value of the
same. And so this subcommittee brought in a limitation of only
25 per cent plus.

Mr, UNDERHILL. I have the figures here if the gentleman
will yield.

Mr. MURPHY. The assessed valuation plus 25 per cent is
the limit to be paid for this property.

Surely, ladies and gentlemen, there is something subtle under-
neath all this hullabaloo and furor, and I ask you gentlemen
who represent districts from the South and send carloads of
provisions that come from your soil headed north—I want to
know if you are going to vote to abolish the chance for that
freight to get into the Distriet of Columbia on an equal basis
with the freight that comes from other sections. [Applause.]
You southern men, above all, can least afford to vote for this
amendment now pending. Five railroads have gone in in good
faith, believing what Congress has said, taking the word of
Congress at 100 per cent, and have invested their money pre-
paring for the day when you will appropriate the money to
build for the people of the District of Columbia a suitable place
for the produce hauled in here, not in wagons, my dear friend
from Maryland, but by the trainload every day, to be consumed
by the people of the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. GAMBRILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURPHY. I yleld to the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. GAMBRILL. Does not the gentleman realize that there
is not one single carioad of produce that comes to a farmers'
market, but that kind of produce is consigned to commission
men and jobbers?

Mr. MURPHY. The hearings state clearly what this is. It
is the farmers’ wholesale market, and the farmers from all over
this country are interested in marketing their produce in the
District of Columbia. Five railroads come into the District of
Columbia in this location, and now, if we do what-some want
done here, but one railroad would bring the freight here to be
consnmed by the people of this District. I hope the House will
maintain the honor and good faith of this House and vote
against this amendment. [Applaunse.]

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
five words.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I
ghall not make the point of order if we can have this debate
stopped at the end of 10 minutes, 5 minutes on a side. If that
can not be done, I shall press the point of order, which is a
good one, that all debate is exhausted on this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment has been ex-
hausted.

Mr., WINGO. If we can have debate for only 10 minutes
more, 5 minutes on a side, I shall not press the point of order.

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak to this amend-
ment.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate upon this amendment close in 10 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani-
mous consent that all debate on the pending amendment close in
10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to speak
on this proposal. My own position is, and I think it has been
disclosed that the position of the subcommittee handling this
bill is, that we are not in favor of the language in the bill before
you. The main Committee on Appropriations overrnled our
recommendation as fo it, and they stand sponsor for the pro-
posal now before you. In view of the fact that the Committee
on Appropriations took one position and my subcommittee took
another position, I intended to remain silent in this debate,
but I ean not allow the statement to go by which was made
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MurrHY] to the effect that
those who are in favor of a farmers' market have wings on
their shoulders, and that there is something * subtle” in the
opposition of those who are against the proposal, something
ginister behind the recommendation that the subcommittee
made to the main Committee on Appropriations. I resent it
both for myself and the subcommittee. I concede to those who
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are in favor of the proposal of a farmers’ market the right to
their own views, I think that I have a right and that the sub-
committee over which I have been placed as chairman has a
right to bave its own opinion on the same matter without being
charged with motives other than honest and sincere convictions
as to what has been done and what should be done.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid the gentleman
i# putting a very wrong interpretation on my remarks.

Mr. SIMMONS. I refuse to yield. The gentleman refused
fo yield to me. Last year this Congress authorized an appro-
priation of $300,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, for a
farmers’ market. The subcommittee on appropriations which
considered this matter deemed that $250,000 is sufficient and that
we should protect the taxpayers of Washington in figuring the
amount that should be paid for the land. We were overruled
by the main committee on that, and the proposal comes before
you with their recommendation. We have talked about the
farmers of the South and the farmers of the North, and sins
have been committed in their name before this day, and we
have talked about the railroads but there is no one here who
has mentioned any obligation of the taxpayers of the city of
Washington to furnish this market.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIMMONS. Not now. Here is an obligation placed on
the taxpayers of the city of Washington, a charge, for the
building of a wholesale produce market—not a retail market,
but a wholesale market, and two Commissioners of the Distriet
testified against it, then the citizens associations of Washington,
through their representatives, appeared against it, and there
was practically nothing in its favor before our committee, You
may use your own judgment, but speaking for myself and for
the members of my subcommittee, I resent gny implication in
what has been said that we have any ulterior motive or any
purpose in view other than to safeguard the taxpayers of the
city of Washington.

There are two things which, in my judgment, Washington
does not need. One of them is a wholesale produce market and
the other is one located where this one is to be located. Those
two things I think are very clear. I now yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts. ;

Mr. UNDERHILL. I wanted the gentleman to put into the
Recorp from the hearings before his committee that this prop-
erty is assessed at $114,000, and that we are providing $225,000
with which to purchase it.

Mr. SIMMONS. There is no doubt that this proposal author-
izes the payment of more than 125 per cent of the assessed
value. You are authorizing an expenditure of this kind at a
time when the real-estate market of Washington is in a slump,
and when it is common knowledge that you ean buy real estafe
any place yon want to in Washington at almost any price you
are ready to pay, if you pay cash.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired.

Mr, QUIN. Mr. Chairman, this is not a little, light matter to
be passed over thoughtlessly. As gentlemen on this committee
stated, a contract has been made for this very place. This pro-
posed market is for the service of the whole country. Of course,
these men over in Virginia and Maryland who have a few wagon
loads or truck loads of produce which is brought in here to
feed our people for a few days have their own interests to serve :
but this great city population must receive supplies of food from
other sections of the country, not in little automobiles or wagons,
but by trainloads. [Applause.]

I want to say that in a measure I have a selfish view in this
matter. These fruits and vegetables and food supplies come
from far away Texas: from the State of Mississippi; from the
State of Florida: from the State of Georgia; from the State of
Tennessee, and these railroads serve the people of Washington.
Yet some man gets up here and argues against the pending pro-
vision because it may curtail some fellow with a wagon or two
over here in Maryland or Virginia. [Laughter.]

This is a measure that has already been carefully passed on.
Some members say, * Well, they may charge too much for the
land.” Of course, you must expect the public to be gouged when
you condemn land in the city of Washington. I knew at the first
that when we proposed to buy land it was their purpose to get a
big price. The condemnation juries in the District of Columbia
are willing to have it done. Yet people come here and object
to it after Congress has agreed to it. You have brought it forth
in this bill, and it would be foolish for us to overturn what we
have done heretofore and turn it down simply because some
people want to put it over on this Bladensburg Road, where they
could not get the produce unless you tore up the streets and
brought it over there in automobile trucks, whereas at the site
agreed on, the railroads can pass right up there and unload the
produce from the cars. 1 do want the man who produces the
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vegetables back home to get the benefit of it, and not have it all
go to the automobile traffic in the District of Columbia. Gen-
tlemen, we ought to stand by the committee. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, UNDER-
HILL].

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. UNDERHILL. A division, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded.

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 40, noes 86,

So the amendment was rejected.

_ Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Hupso~: Page 7, line 15, strike out the
period, insert a colon, and add the following: “Provided, That no part
of this appropriation shall be used to purchase any ground where
the price iz more than 331 per cent above the assessed value as of
January 1, 1930."

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment speaks for
itself and needs no further explanation. It seems to me, in the
light of the discussion before the House the other day by the
honored and beloved Speaker of the House and the hearings had
on the bill in committee, it is time we should put some limit or
prohibition on the prices we have to pay to these real-estate
jobbers in the Distriet of Columbia. I hope the amendment may
be carried. [Applause.]

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I take advantage of this op-
portunity to say to my good friend from Nebraska, the chair-
man of the subcommittee [Mr. Simmons], that I did not intend
anything personal to him in anything I said. %

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman tell the House what he
meant by the use of the word * subtle"?

Mr. MURPHY. I did not use the word “ subtle” in the sense
of bringing it to bear upon anything with which the members
of the committee are charged.

Mr. UNDERHILL. It is a suspicious word.

Mr. MURPHY. Yes; it is a suspicious word, as the gentleman

EaYS.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman absolve me also?
[Laughter.]

Mr. MURPHY. I did not know that the gentleman was
charged

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MURPHY. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. I take it that the gentleman had a very
subtle meaning in saying what he did.

Mr. MURPHY. In the use of language in heated debate one
does sometimes encroach on the amenities and friendships which
should exist between Members of the House. I hope the gentle-
man will accept this explanation.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. HALL of Indiana. I rise in opposition to the amendment.
Practically this same amendment was offered when the authori-
zation was pending before the House two years ago, and it was
defeated overwhelmingly. The same amendment was under
consideration before the Committee on Appropriations and was
defeated.

This is a proposition which, if adopted, would defeat the
whole purpose of this appropriation. Something like 30 pieces
of property are under consideration.

It just came to my attention to-day that there is a piece of
property here, within two squares of the Capitol Building, where
no reassessment has been made on the property for 20 years,
and the property is assessed at $4,000, when it can go on the
open market and be sold for $14,000.

So that until our entire assessment proposition has been gone
into an amendment like this is unfair.

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HALL of Indiana. No; I can not yield now.

There is one piece of property in this lot which is to be pur-
chased valued at $75,000. The assessed valuation is $45,000.
So, with this amendment, it will be impossible to purchase any
of the property unless all of it can be purchased at these figures,
and the commissioners are placed in a position where it is abso-
lutely impossible to buy any of it, with the amendment as
proposed,

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
three words,
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HorAapay]
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Chairman, I mentioned in an address
on the floor a few minutes ago the difference between Major
Atkins, purchasing agent for the Distriet, and the House Office
Building Commission. One reason why Major Atkins has been
able to make the record he has made is because we have carried
a limitation of 125 per cent. As soon as it is known that a
piece of property is to be purchased and an amount of money
is appropriated, then the property owners, in furtherance of the
scheme mentioned by the Speaker a few days ago, fix their
prices at the amount appropriated.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. I yield,

Mr. UNDERHILL. Is it not a fact that on almost all of this
property they refuse to fix a price at the present time?

Mr. HOLADAY. I think that is true, but if we want to do
what the Speaker mentioned the other day—that is, break up
this business of selling real estate to the Government at two
or three times what it is worth—put on this limitation of 133
per cent—and you will keep them down to within 33 per cent
of what it is worth.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. 1 yield for a question.

Mr. BYRNS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether,
in his opinion, the adoption of this amendment would not defeat
the whole proposition?

Mr. HOLADAY. No. In my opinion it would not. In my
opinion, if we did not spend a dollar of public money the rail-
road company, which some gentlemen here are so solicitious
about, would out of their own pockets buy the property and build
the building.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The railroads are prohibited by
statute from doing that. i

Mr, BYRNS. My question was whether or not the gentleman
thinks the Government can purchase this property offered, sub-
ject to the limitation of the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Michigan. Certainly, the Government does not want the
railroad companies to buy any property for the Government's
use,

Mr. HOLADAY. I think the Government can purchase it,
and I think it will be sold subject to that limitation. That is
my opinion.

Mr, HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLADAY. 1 yield.

Mr. HUDSON, Will the gentleman assure the House that
without this amendment the Government can purchase the
property for the amount carried in the appropriation bill?

Mr. HOLADAY. I can not assure that, but the amount
available is at least twice what it is worth, and, of course, the
owners will sell it for that amount if they can not get more.

Mr. BYRNS. I understood the gentleman to intimate in his
first response to my question that there is some doubt in his
mind that the property could be purchased with the limitation
provided in the amendment, because the gentleman coupled with
it the fact that he thought the railroads would be willing %o
purchase the site. Certainly this Congress does not want to
put itself in the position of leaving it to a railroad company
to buy property for the use of the Government.

Mr. HOLADAY. No. Baut, they propose to buy this for the
use of the railroad and not for the use of the Government,

Mr. O’CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I mrove to strike
out the last four words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr.
0'Connor] is ized.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman and members of
the committee, I just want to make this observation. We broke
out in quite a furor over the payment of exorbitant prices by
the Government for real estate in Washington. This has heen
going on for a long time. I want to observe that if numerous
gentlemen of the House who have been competing with Amos
and Andy over the radio, telling why the people should have the
vote in the District of Columbia, would talk about the moral
issue involved in giving the Government value in property or
service in exchange for Government money they might do the
couniry more good.

Real-estate dealers in Washington are not any different than
anybody else in Washington. The idea is “ get all you can and
give as little as you have to.” There are a lot of people under
civil service. They have not any past; they have not any
future, they will not quit, they ean not be fired, they want their
wages increased, they want retirement, and they get it. I do
not know why it is ecalled “ civil service,” except that they are
not civil, and they do not give the service. That seems to bae
the whole attitude in dealing with the Government. I did not
suppose it was such a bad thing to work for the Government.
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Many well-qualified people in my distriet write me to get themn
a job here. It is worse in Washington than out in the Prov-
inces. Until we take a different attitude in dealing with the
Government, I doubt if the Government can expect anything
different from the citizen. We should let it be known that the
Government is not to be fair game for the citizen to plunder,
and until we take that attifude this will go on. If these gentle-
men now engaged in this evangelistic work on the radio, trying
to get the vote, direct their effort to this situation, we might
get farther. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. STALKER. Mr. Chairman, something has been said
about the value of this real estate. When this bill was origi-
nally written it was not known by the owners of the real estate
that the authorization of $300,000 was to include the cost of
improvements to the property. These improvements contem-
plate grading, paving, erecting sheds, offices, and so forth, and
the cost thereof will approximate $75,000. This leaves 225,000
for the land alone, or $112,500 for each city block. In order
that this land might be secured by the Government within this
authorization the largest property owner, who owns more than
one-third of the land In question, agreed to accept $2.07 per
square foot, whereas the District Commissioners estimate if
they are compelled to condemn this same property it would cost
at least $2.562 per square foot.

It should be remembered that the owners of the squares in-
volved were not the ones that suggested the farmers’' market be
located thereon. On the contrary, they recommended a site on
the water front which is public property. Major Somervell,
Army district engineer in charge of the water-front development,
stated that this would conflict with their plans of development
of the water front, and therefore recommended the two blocks
in question. This location was also indorsed by Mr, Moore,
chairman of the Fine Arts Commission.

There has been no speculation in this property. Many of the
present owners have heid title for at least 20 years, and I do
not believe that any transfers have been made within 5 years.

The authorized appropriation of $300,000 contemplates $75,000
for improvements, leaving approximately $225,000 for the
ground. (See estimate submitted by the Board of Commission-
ers and approved by the Director of the Budget, also statement
of engineer commissioner, p. 780, hearings on District of (_}0-
lumbia appropriation bill, 1931.) This figure of $225,000, which
is 160.5 per cent of assessed valuation, was arrived at by Major
Atkins, assistant engineer commissioner, on the following basis:

Num- Number Total Price per

ber of Owner ofsquare| pri.. | Square

lots feet foot
o mj}% Refrigerating & Warehous-
rmi efri ng
ing Corporation. ..o - oo meeeeee 34,820 | $72, 000 $2.07
] R, Harrison Johnson, agent_. 18, 275 37, 646 2 30
1 Isabelle Joh = 1,722 £, 000 4.64
Total for parchase.._.__ . .. ....._.._ 52,817 | 117,546 222
o For condemnation:

G 1411 e L L RS L RS S ] 75, 000 212
5 Various owners 12, 623 31, 830 2 52
Total for condemnation. ... 47,006 | 108, 830 21
R R ] e e e i) 100,723 | 224,376 222

Speecifically, take the case of the Riley property, which is
listed by the District Commissioners at $75,000 under condem-
nation procedure. The assessed valuation of this property is
$45,110; 125 per cent of this assessed valuation is $56,398,
From official experience the commissioners consider it will be
necessary to pay $75,000, or 166 per cent of the assessment.
This one case alone would kill the whole project, as these par-
cels of land are scattered between squares 354 and 355.

The fair value of the land and improvements to be acquired
has been appraised by expert appraisers authorized to testify
in condemnation proceedings at $257,562—see commissioners'
hearing record, page 268. The total assessed valuation is
$139,768, which is so low in proportion to present market values
that it would have no weight in a condemnation of the
property.

It is claimed in the subcommittee’s report that this 125 per
cent proviso is inserted in every case for the procurement of
land for schools, playgrounds, fire stations, and so forth. That
may be practicable where the particular site is not specifically
fixed and determined by the act of authorization. The act of

March 2, 1929, specifies two particular squares which must be
acquired, and in these circumstances it is obviously incongruous
to make the restriction of 125 per cent of assessed value, which
can not be here applied.
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The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered .
by the gentleman from Michigan.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

HIGHWAYS DEPARTMENT
For personal services, $223,650.

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. S1Mmoxs: Page 7, line 17, strike out the
figures “ $223,650 " and insert in leu thereof “ $224,150."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For incidental and all other general necessary expenses authorized
by law, $£2,700.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri.
ment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CocHRAN of Missouri: Page 0, line 8,
insert a new paragraph, as follows:

* That section 8 of the act making appropriations to provide for the
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, approved March 4,
1913 (37 U. 8, Stat. 974) be amended by adding four new paragraphs,
Nos. 2a, 20, 3a, and 3b, to read as follows:

' PAR. 2a. That the commission is hereby authorized and empowered
to require any ahd all corporations, companies, assoclations, joint-stock
companies or associations, partnerships, and persons, their lessees,
trustees, or receivers, appointed by any court whatsoever, operating,
controlling, or managing any motor cabs or other vehicles for the con-
veyance of persons within the District of Columbia for hire, except such
common carriers as have been expressly exempted from the jurisdiction
of the commission, to satisfy the commission, in such way or ways as it
may prescribe, of their ability to discharge any claims for damages
adjudged against them,

“*PAR. 2b. No vehicle included within the terms of paragraph 2a
shall hereinafter operate in sald service without first having obtained
from the commission a certificate that public convenience and necessity
require such operation; but a certificate shall be granted when it ap-
pears to the satisfaction of the commission that the owner or operator
of any such vehicle or vehicles was actually operating in good faith such
a service on May 1, 1930, and had complied as of that date with all
Iawful orders of the commission regulating such service.

“*Par, 3a, That whenever, after full hearing, upon a complaint, or
in an investigation made by the commission on its own inltiative, the
commission shall be of opinion that any rate, fare, or charge whatsoever
demanded, charged, or collected by any public utllity is or will be un-
just, unreasonable, or unjustly diseriminatory, or otherwise in violation
of any of the provisions of this aet, the commission is hereby authorized
and empowered to determine and prescribe what will be the just and
reasonable rate, fare, or charge to be thereafter observed, or the maxi-
mum or minimum, or maximum and minimum to be charged.

*‘ PAR, 3b. No common carrier shall hereafter operate for the trans-
portation of persons over highways, streets, or avenues within the Dis-
trict of Columbia without first securing authority from the commission,
and the commission, when public convenience and necessity so require,
may prescribe routes for such operation, designate places for taking on
and/or discharging passengers, and prohibit the use of highways, streets,
or avenues for terminal purposes.'”

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska reserves a
point of order against the amendment and the gentleman from
Missouri is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and members of
the committee, the act creating the Public Utilities Commission
of the District of Columbia resulted from a rider on the District
of Columbia appropriation bill in 1913. Therefore I feel that
the gentleman should not insist upon his point of order against
my amendment. Another reason I appeal for immediate con-
sideration is that my amendment is offered to meet an
emergency,

When Congress passed the law ereating the utilities commis-
sion naturally it was thought sufficient power to properly regu-
late passenger-carrying vehicles had been granted, but through
legal opinions and court decisions the commission finds that it
Ls powerless to exercise jurisdiction over motor cabs and motor

usses.

Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
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My amendment is the bill introduced by the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. McLrop], approved in full by the Public Utilities
Commission. I talked with Mr. McLgop about the bill, and he
advises me that until his subcommittee disposes of the merger
legislation it can not consider this important measure. He has
approved of my suggestion to offer it as an amendment on the
floor. It gives the commission power to require the operators of
a passenger-carrying vehicle to satisfy the commission of their
ability to satisfy any eclaims for damages adjudged against
them, further to regulate rates when necessary, and also control
over interstate busses in so far as prescribing routes for such
operation, designate places for taking omn and for discharging
passengers, and to prohibit the use of certain highways, streets,
or avenues for terminal purposes.

At the present time there are operating in the District of
Columbia nearly 2,500 motor cabs, and not one-fifth of the cabs
have assets upon which a passenger could levy if injured and a
judgment secured against the owner.

Citizens of the Distriet of Columbia, as well as visitors, have
been injured by the score, many permanently, who can secure
no redress, although in many instances the courts have rendered
judgments against the operators.

Last week I learned a friend of mine had been seriously in-
jured in a taxicab accident, He was required to enter a hospital,
and in the end, when he sought reimbursement from the operator,
he found the only assets the man had was a cab worth not more
than $200. This caused me to make a little investigation. I
talked with the members of the Public Utilities Conmmission. I
was amazed that, although Congress has charged the commission
with certain responsibilities in so far as motor cabs are con-
cerned, it has not granted by law sufficient authority to carry
out its mandate.

I learn the public has practically no protection should a eiti-
zen suffer physical or property damage.

Since January 1, 65 major accidents have occurred in the Dis-
triet of Columbia whe're a motor cab was involved. I speak now
of the more serious accidents. In 50 out of the 65 cases the party
suffering will never be able to realize any damages ; first, because
the cab was not insured ; and second, because the operators have
no assets.

Recently judgments amounting to $18,000 were levied against
a company operating under the mame of a large Washington
hotel. Will they pay the judgments? No. This company is now
preparing to file a petition in bankruptcy if it has not already
done so0.

One of the large companies, which one would judge from the
number of taxicabs bearing its name was sound finaneially, has
absolutely no assets but its patented name. This it leases to
operators of their own cars for $15 a year. The company owning
the name has no cabs of its own and controls no eabs. All that
is necessary to operate a motor cab in the city of Washington is
for the owner to secure a license, the cost of which is §1 for the
hackers’ license and §9 for the livery license. Cabs can be
bought, used cabsg, for as low as $125.

Within the last 30 days 233 motor cabs have been licensed to
carry passengers. They are operated by four companies, and
the companies do not even own the cabs. This fleet is known
as the 35-cent ecabs. One of my colleagues stated yesterday,
when I spoke to him about this amendment, that it would put
these cabs out of commission. The amendment will do nothing
of the kind. It might require them to charge 40 cents for the
trip rather than 35 cents if they must provide insurance, but
the general public certainly should be willing to pay the extra
nickel, knowing they were protected in event of accident.

Any one who operates a motor cab for the conveyance of the
public should be required to carry insurance or submif proper
guaranties of their ability to discharge a judgment in the event
one was levied. Reckless motor-car drivers cover the streets
of the city, and I feel the commission should be given the power
to eontrol the situation.

We should protect the people of Washington and our constit-
uents who visit this city and who use the motor busses.

I submit again that an emergency exists, and I gincerely hope
that the gentleman will permit the House to vote on my amend-
ment and not insist upon his point of order.

Members of this committee have publicly complained of traffic
conditions. There are over 700 motor busses coming into Wash-
ington every day, and under existing conditions the commission
has no control whatsoever over them. They park where they
desire and use such thoroughfares as they care to. My amend-
ment will afford relief. I have a list of many accidents where
pecple have been permanently disabled, which confirms my
statement that there is need now for the proper regulation of
motor cabs in the District of Columbia. The two letters fol-
lowing were written to me by the Public Utilities Commission:
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Pusnic UTiniTies COMMISSION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
Washington, March 2§, 1930,
clon. JOHN J. COCHRAN,
House Office Budlding, Washington, D, C.

Sir: In compliance with your oral request of to-day for certain
information in conuection with H. R. No. 10742 and bill No. 10781, the
following is submitted :

The records of the license bureau, District of Columbia, Indicate that
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1929, the following tags were
issued :

H tags -- 1, 837
L. tags e 804
Total - 2,841

The following 1930 tags have been Issued from January 1 to March
22, 1930:

H tags 1,418
L tags e 1, 033
Now operating. -~ 2,451

It is to be remembered that the figures shown for the number of
1930 tags issued cover only an approximate three months' record from
the license bureau,

The 35-cent eab companies known to the commission and the number
of 1930 L tags issued to them, according to the license bureau, are as
follows :

Bell Cab Co = Bl
Sun Cab Co 50
City Cab Co—---- 1T

Cirl.le T e s 2N 20

The following is submitted relative to traffic accidents Involving cars
operating under H and L tags, according to the records of the office
of the director of traffic:

Accidents
For the calendar year 1929 ———- 378
From January 1 to March 23, 1930, inclarlve = -t C oo 63

The commission earnestly requests that H. R. No. 10742, introduced
by Representative McLEop, be considered.
Yours very truly,

MASON M. PATRICK,

Pueric UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
Washington, March 25, 1930,
Hon. JoEN J. COCHRAN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Drar CoNGRESSMAN: Supplementing our letter of March 24, the
following additional information which you requested Is submitted :

= * * L] * - -

During the past few months four new taxicab companies have ob-
tained garage livery licenses and have equipped their vehicles with “ L
tags. The commission has been advised to-day that the * Stop Me”
Cab Co. has recently purchased 50 cabs to operate on a flat 85-cent
rate. Numerous drivers with “ H"™ tags are now operating at 35 cents
in deflance of the commission’s order, claiming that they are forced to
do so0 by competition of the “ L™ tag drivers. It is apparent that
“ L™ tags are now being procured in preference to “H " tags for the
purpose of violating the Intent of present legislation.

There are companies like the New Era Cab Co. which operate on a
35-cent basis without “ L tags. Some cabs are equipped with meters
but charge on a flat rate basis. Many independents have changed their
cabs to a flat rate without changing their tags. Most of the offenders
ignore the commission so far as filing rate schedules is concerned.

A check of the garages indicates that companies operating on “ L"
tags are not dispatching the cars from garages but stationing these
cars on the publie streets throughout the ecity, where they are dis-
patched from offices, telephone call boxes, and accept fares from the
gtreet. TUnder present regulations cars equipped with “L" tags may
park anywhere and enjoy the same privilege of privately owned
vehicles. It is reported that “ L " tags are issued to garages in excess
of the number of ears which the garages will accommodate, thus adding
to the confusion,

The commission believes that under the anthority of legislation as
proposed in H. R. bill 10742 the public will be amply protected through
the commission by adequate insurance, standard rates, periodie inspee-
tlon, and a closer cheeck on the operators of these vehicles.

Yours very truly,
MaAsoN M. PATRICE,

SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield?
COCHRAN of Missouri. Yes, sir.

Mr. SIMMONS. Is there anything in the gentleman’s pro-
posal that would limit the authority of the commissioners to
turn the highways of Washington over to the taxicab companies?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The last paragraph of the
amendment gives the Public Utilities Commission power to tell
the interstate busses what streets they can use in coming into

Mr,
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Washington when they come here. There are 750 interstate
busses coming into the Distriet of Columbia every day.

Mr. SIMMONS. And none of them have any place on which
to operate except the streets.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman is correct; no
stations. As I have said, the last paragraph of the amendment
gives the commissioners the power to tell them where they can
2o, where they can pick up passengers and where they can dis-
charge passengers.

Mr. SIMMONS. Would the gentleman mind offering an
amendment to his proposal whiech would reguire the District
authorities to tell them to get off the streets and rent tax-paying
structures, so they will not use the public streets for the pur-
pose of picking up and discharging passengers?

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I should judge if they had that
power they would exercise it.

Mr. SIMMONS. I think they ought to exercise it.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The purpose of my amendment
is to require the taxicab companies operating in the District of
Columbia to satisfy the commissioners that in the event anyone
is injured they have the necessary amount of money to pay
damages, to regulate rates, if necessary, and to be in a position
to say something to busses deing an interstate business and using
the streets of the city. As it is, the commission is hopeless to
remedy the present situation.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order,

The Clerk read as follows:

For purchase and installation of electric traffic lights, signals and
controls, markers, painting white lines, labor, and such other expenses
as may be necessary in the judgment of the commissioners, $103,000: Pro-
vided, That no part of this or any other appropriation contained in this
act, or that is now avallable, shall be expended for building, installing, and
maintaining street-car loading platforms and lights of any desecription
employed to distinguish same, ¢

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. I wish to ask the chairman of ‘the
subcommittee if he can give us information as to just what
traflic lights are to be installed under the appropriation carried
in this bill? .

Mr. SIMMONS. If the gentleman will peruse this map, he
will get all of that information, while the Clerk continues the
reading of the bill.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Is it the purpose to install a
traffic light at the Peace Monument?

Mr, SIMMONS. No, sir.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Is it the purpose to install a
light at the intersection of Massachusetts Avenue, North Capitol
and F Streets, near the post-office building?

Mr. SIMMONS. A light is proposed at New Jersey Avenue
.and G Street.

Mr. COLLINS. These are technical matters which the com-
mittee felt could better be left to the director of traffic to
determine.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. May I say that my observation
is that they are installing lights at street crossings where there
is only one-fifth of the traffic there is at the Ieace Monument
or the intersection near the post office just mentioned by me?

Mr. COLLINS. Technical experts take into consideration
many things that this committee can not consider and that we
should not consider.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Is the committee reporting out
this bill with an authorization for traffic lights without knowing
what traffic lights are to be installed?

Mr. SIMMONS. I have told the gentleman that he could
come here and study the map which we have. We could not
print this in the hearings, although we have all the information
here. "

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Is it proposed to install a traffic
light between the House Office Building and the Capitol?

Mr. COLLINS. The committee left these questions to the
director of traffic. Only the amount of appropriation was
determined.

Mr, LANKFORD of Georgia.
impressed with the idea——

Mr. COLLINS. The committee can not decide matters of
discretion that should be exercised by administrators better
qualified to pass upon them than members of the committee.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. I feel that the committee which
appropriates money for this purpose ought to know for what
purpose the money is to be spent, and I do not feel that they have
any right to shift the burden in a case like this,

My observation is they are installing lights where there is
very little traffic, when at intersections like Peace Monument,

I wish to say I am very much
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' Sireet, Massachusetfs Avenue and North Capitol Street,
where the traffic is five times as heavy as other places where
traffic lights are installed, there are no traffic lights whatever.
We have a situation between the House Office Building and the
Capitol where there are absolutely no traffic lights and yet this
committee representing the District of Columbia, or making
appropriations for the District of Columbia, does not know
whether the lives of Members of Congress are to be safeguarded
in going from the Capitol to the House Office Building or not.

Let nre say further that a few minutes ago some gentleman
made the suggestion that pedestrians ought not to walk against
a red traffic light. We have a traffic light on the Capitol
Grounds, between the Capitol and the House Office Building, and
there is a red light the entire time so as to prevent pedestrians
crossing the street. There is not a single second of time when
a pedestrian would have the right to walk all the way across
that street. He can walk half way across the street, stand
there, and then finally go across the street, but the red light is
first turned against him one way and then it is turned the other
way immediately before he can get all the way across the street.

Mr. HUDSON. You can go around the block.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. You ean go entirely around
the block or you can refuse to come to the Capitol. It Is either
one of these or run for your life,

Mr, Chairman, it occurs to me that there is something very
wrong somewhere. 1 want to locate it. Why are the traffic
lights now in use and those proposed for the future so arranged
as to leave unprotected several of the most dangerous crossings
in the city? Why are not all needed lights installed at once?
Who is to blame for this willful failure, as T see it, to take care
of the pedestrian? Do the commissioners object to these danger-
ous crossings being protected or are the traffic officials to blame?
Is the Congress unwilling to pay for the necessary traffic lights
to guard these death holes? Where is the trouble and why is it?

It seems very evident that this subcommittee does not know
and does not care, It further seems that they are willing to
make lump-sum appropriations without at all geing into the
merits of the appropriation and determining whether or not
the money is to be properly spent. It seems to me that there
should be some effort by some one to determine whether the
lights to be installed are the most necessary and whether or not
there are not other places that should be protected where there
is five times the cause for these lights.

The chairman a few minutes ago said that there is to be
installed a traffic light at New Jersey Avenue and G Street.
This though is about a block away from the dangerous inter-
section at North Capitol, Massachusetts Avenue, and F Street
near the Post Office and is where the traffic is much lighter
than at the dangerous point just mentioned by me. I know
also that there are some very fine lichts on 12 Street just a
block away from the dangerous intersection mentioned by me,
and they can be observed functioning very beautifully all the
while with very little traffic there, while close by the great mass
of tangled and dangerous traffic is grinding the mill of death
with absolutely no light whatever. Oh, some one says that a
traffic policeman can be seen at the dangerous intersection
mentioned by me. Yes; some times, but often he is not there.
When he is there he tries to take care of the street cars and
automobiles and evidently does nothing to protect the pedestrian.

If some of my friends on this committee will stand at a
corner and watch a traffic policemen in Washington direct
traffic for a few minutes he will see that he is doing nothing to
protect the man, woman, or child on foot. For all the world he
appears to be directing an attack on the pedestrians by the
automobile drivers. He sees some people afoot about to get
across the street and turns the automobiles into them, He sees
that they are about to escape and he immediately does all he can
to hurry the auftomobiles into the mass of men, women, and
children who are hurrying for their lives. He sees that they
have finally reached the sidewalk and then he turns and sees
that several men, women, and children are about to cross
another street, and with apparent indignation he directs an
attack upon these defenseless people and with gesture and ap-
parent grim determination hurries along the already careless
and ofttimes criminal autoist.

I repeat there is apparently no purpose to take care of the
pedestrian.

Lights are being installed on streets where they are not
needed and the traffic is being diverted to the streets where
there is already extremely dangerous crossings. Every light
installed on H or E Street NW., near the Post Office, drives
more and more traffic upon F and North Capitol near the Post
Office. I find, though, that the program is to still further place
lights on the streets where they are not needed and still fur-
ther congest the dangerous streets. Thus, some of the lights
about to be installed instead of helping are making the most
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dangerous places even more dangerous. I wonder why the
lights are installed on these streets where the trafiic is so light.

To my mind, there is no place more dangerous than near the |

Post Office ang at Peace Monument. I want the commissioners,
the traflic bureau, or some one to tell me why this gross dis-
erimination against these two places. I shall not be satisfied
until some one fells me why these points are not protected.

Traffic lights are very valuable at Dupont Cirele and several
other congested points. Why not install them at once where
needed throughout the city?

I believe that if we would take a little more time in an
effort to work out something for the benefit of the pedestrian
who uses the street, the District of Columbia appropriation
bill would be in just a little better condition than It is.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Northwest : Morningside Drive, Alaska Avenue to Kalmia Road,
$23,800.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Simmoxns: Page 25, after line 24, insert
the following :

“ Northwest ; Eighth Street, Marietta Place to Quackenbos Btreet,
$16,500. -

“ Northwest : Quackenbos Street, Georgia Avenue to Eighth Street,
$11,800.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

In all, $1,950,100; to be disbursed and accounted for as * Gasoline
tax, road and street improvements,” and for that purpose shall constitute
one fund and be available immediately : Provided, That no part of such
fund shall be used for the improvement of any street or section thereof
not herein gpecified : Provided further, That assessments in accordance
with existing law shall be made for paving and repaving roadways
where such roadways are paved or repaved with funds derived from the
collection of the tax on motor-vehicle fuels and accretions by repayment
of assessments: Provided further, That in the performance of the
street-paving work specially provided for in this aet priority shall be
given to those streets which are more in the nature of through thor-
oughfares or arterial highways.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I cffer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Simmoxs: On page 30, line 4, strike out
the fgures * $1,950,100" and insert in lien thereof the figures
* §1,978,400.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

For the purpose of making a study of the power needs of the District
of Columbia with a view to establishing a municipally owned and op-
erated service therefor, $25,000,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SiMMoxs: On page 41, line 22, after the
word “ therefor,” Insert the following: *inecluding the employment,
by contract or otherwise, of such expert and other personal services
as shall be approved by the commissioners, without reference to the
classification act of 1923, as amended, and necessary incidental
expenses,”

The CHAIRMAN, The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska.
The amendinent was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Salaries : For personal services of teachers and librarians in ae-
cordance with the act approved June 4, 1924 (43 Stat. 367-375),
$6,188,840 : Provided, That teachers employed in kindergartens are
hereby made eligible for transfer to teach in grades 1 to 4, inclusive, of
the elementary schools.

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. Mr, Chairman, I raise a point of
order on that part of the paragraph beginning with the word
" Provided,” on line 14, page 42, the balance of the paragraph, on
the ground that it is new legislation.

Mr., SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I admit the point of order,
and will offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.
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Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. :
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 42, line 14, in Hen of the language stricken out insert the
following :

“ Provided, That as teacher vacancies oecur during the fiscal year
1931 in grades 1 to 4, inclusive, of the elementary schools such
vacancies shall not be filled by new appointments, but shall ve filled by
the assignment of teachers now employed in kindergartens, and teachers
employed in kindergartens are hereby made eligible to teach in the said
grades.”

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order that the amendment is not germane fo the bill and
seeks to accomplish exactly what was intended to be accom-
plished by the language which has just been stricken out. It
is another form of the same proposition that was ruled out by
the Chair as pot in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman
from Nebraska does not attempt to conceal the fact that it is
legislation, but it is legislation which comes clearly within the
Holman rule. First, it is an amendment to an appropriation
bill; second, it is germane to the paragraph under considera-
tion; third, it retrenches expenditures. The purpose of the
bill is clear that where a vacancy occurs in the position of
teacher in the kindergarten the teacher may be promoted to
that grade instead of appointing a new teacher. The amend-
ment as drawn is a perfect example of legislation on an appro-
priation bill within the Holman rule,

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.
Where language in a paragraph is declared out of order as
legislation, can it be introduced under the guise of an amend-
ment when it is the same subject matter?

The CHATRMAN. That happens in almost every appropria-
tion bill, where language is stricken out and then an amendment
offered that comes within the Holman rule—that is repeatedly
held in order.

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. This is not a proper amend-
ment——

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said that this amendment
is a perfect example of legislation on an appropriation bill
within the Holman rule, and the Chair has overruled the point '
of order.

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. I do not feel that this is a proper
manner to consider a matter of this importance, with so few
Members on the floor, when it concerns such a large number of
the people of the District of Columbia. In the first place, the
amendment is intended to eliminate a certain amount of kinder-
garten instructign to little tots 4 years old. It proposes at
the same time to change the policy of the Board of Education
in this city as to the qualifications of teachers in the elementary
grades, It proposes further to undertake to divide the time of
kindergarten teachers between schools on one side of the Dis-
trict of Columbia and those of another part of the District. In
every way it would work an injury to the schools, damage to
the teachers and to these little tots who are taught in kinder-
garten work. It does not seem to me that, on the ground of
economy, we ought to cripple the schools of the eity of Wash-
ington. It is all right to have economy, but it is better to have
good schools first and lef economy follow in their management.
This amendment is plainly an attempt to force in the propo-
gition, already ruled out of order, an attempt to do indirectly
what could not be done directly, and it will cause serious injury
to the kindergarten work in the Distriet schools. The amend-
ment ought to be voted down. It ought to be voted on when
there is a larger number of Members present who ean partici-
pate in the discussion and in the consideration of the amend-
ment.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I discussed this proposal at
length during general debate. 1 think it is sufficient now to
state it does not interfere with the plan of the school officials.
It has the approval of the school superintendent and of the
three assistant superintendents. It eliminates no essential part
of the kindergarten work, and only in very remote instances,
and I do not think it will ever happen, will a teacher be teach-
ing schools in two parts of the District of Columbia,

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the
point of order that there is no gquorum present. The Chair will
count,

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin (during the count).
I withdraw the point of order of no quorum.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mpr. Chairman,
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The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
HuLr of Wisconsin) there were—ayes.22, noes 12,

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SIMMONS. My, Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SiMmMoNs: Page 42, line 14, after the fig-
ures * 367-375," insert the following: *and professors in salary
cinss 9."

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the construction of *an 8-room addition to the Whittier School,
$150,000.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment uﬂ'\ered by Mr. BiMmmons: Page 51, line 21, strike out
“ $150,000 " and insert in lieu thereof “ $120,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

METROPOLITAN PoLICE
SALARIES

For the pay and allowances of officers and members of the Metro-
politan police force, in accordance wilh the act entitled “An act to fix
the salaries of the Metropolitan police force, the United States park
police force, and the fire department of the District of Columbia " (43
Btat. 174-175), including compensation at the rate of $2,100 per annum
for the present assistant property clerk of the police department,
$2,762,880 : Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be avail-
able for the payment of compensation to any person appointed during
the fiscal year 1931 as a private on the Metropolitan police force of the
Distriet of Columbia who has not completed an eighth-grade common-
school education.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, Mr. Chairman, I offer the
following amendment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CocHrAN of Missouri: Page 58, line 20,
strike out the proviso beginning in line 20 and ending in line 25.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr., Chairman and members of
the committee, this proviso will prevent the appointment of any
private on the police force of the District of Columbia who has
not had an eighth-grade common school education. I regret it
is not subject to a point of order, as it is most obnoxious to me.
When the bill was reported I was discussing this limitation with
some friends and remarked that it did not require an eighth-
World War. Since then I understand some of the papers have
grade common school education to serve the country during the
also brought this up. If this proviso becomes a law, Sergt.
Alvin C. York, who distinguished himself during the war, could
not be appointed to the Washington police force. The story of
his life contains this statement:

He finished school with the equivalent of a second-grade education.
It is doubtful whether he could have passed the second grade. He is
not educated “ in the larnin that comes out of books,” as he puts it.

Can anyone say that Sergeant York is not an intelligent man?
He, along with tens of thousands of his buddies, can not make
the grade if you pass his proviso.

Many of the leading jurists of the country could never have
qualified if it was required that they show a certificate of gradu-
ation from a recognized law school. They studied law by the
light of the candle, later passing the necessary examinations.
History is replete with men who have made their mark in this
country who were deprived of an eighth-grade school education.

Many men who have served in this House could never have
qualified had the Constitution provided that it was necessary
for a Member to have had an eight-grade common-school edu-
cation. You do not make provisions for an eduncation equivalent
to an eighth-grade eduecation, but you rule against all who have
not graduated from an eighth-grade school.

The prerequisites for a position on the Washington police
force should be: (1) Is the man sound physically and mentally ;
(2) is he honest; and (8) does he have the nerve to discharge
the duties of a patrolman? Find men with such qualifications
and you will have real policemen regardless of whether or not
they have had an eighth-grade education, The proviso should be
stricken from the bill.
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Mr. HOLADAY. DMr. Chairman, the committee feels that all
of the requirements the gentleman from Migsouri [Mr. CocH-
RAN] has mentioned are proper, and they are now required.
Sergeant York would also be barred on account of his age.
Certain height and weight and age requirements are fixed.
After due consideration and consulting with the superintendent
of police, the committee felt that this move is in the direction of
securing a better police force.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Missonri,

The amendment was rejected,

The Clerk read as follows:

DIVISION OF CHILD WELFARE

Administration : For administrative expenses, including placing and
visiting children, city directory, purchase of books of reference and
periodicals not exceeding $50, and all office and sundry expenses, $4,000 ;
and no part of the money herein appropriated shall be used for the pur-
post of visiting any ward of the Board of Public Welfare placed outside
the District of Columbia and the States of Virginia and Maryland, and
a ward placed outside said District and the States of Virginia and
Maryland shall be visited not less than once a year by a voluntary
agent or correspondent of said board, and that said board shall have
power, upon proper showing, in its discretion, to discharge from guardi-
anship any child committed to its care.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr, Chairman, I would like
to ask the chairman of the committee concerning the item on
page T2, lines 12, 13, and 14. Just what does this language
mean ?7—
¢ Baid board shall have power, upon proper showing, in its discretion,
to discharge from guardianship any child committed to its care.

In relation to that part of this section I have had some letters
of inquiry, and I would like to ask the chairman of the subeom-
mittee just what that language means.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Board of Public Welfare has charge
of the care of children temporarily committed by the juvenile
court.

hl{r. O'CONNELL of New York. Temporarily committed
where?

Mr. SIMMONS. To the care of the Board of Public Wel-
fare. It may be in an institution, or it may be out, where
we are paying board for these committed. They are placed
in the care of the Board of Public Welfare.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Is this new legislation?

Mr. SIMMONS. No. This has been in the bill since 1922.
The misunderstanding in respect to the Board of Public Wel-
fare has been cleared up in the hearings.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. What did the hearings
develop?

Mr. SIMMONS. The judge of the juvenile court objected
to the Board of Public Welfare discharging these charges with-
out the consent of the court. The board was given jurisdiction
of these children on the theory that they were the best judges
of what should be done with them, rather than the juvenile
court. I think in the future there will be no conflict. I think
it will work out more satisfactorily than heretofore. There
have been only a few instance where there has been any
trouble,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw
my pro forma amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws
the pro forma amendment. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the maintenance, under the jurisdiction of the Board of Public
Welfare, of a suitable place in a building entirely separate and apart
from the House of Detention for the reception and detentlon of children
under 17 years of age arrested by the police on charge of offense agninst
any laws in force in the Distriet of Columbia, or committed to the
guardianship of thesboard, or held as witnesses, or held temporarily, or
pending hearing, or otherwlise, Including transportation, operation, and
maintenance of motor vehicles, food, clothing, medicine and medical
supplies, rental, repair, and upkeep of buildings, fuel, gas, electricity,
ice, supplies, and equipment, and other necessary expenses, including
not to exceed $17,490 for personal services, $41,250.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendnrent offered by Mr, SiMmoNs : Page T3, line 15, strike out the
figures “ $17,490" and insert in lieu thereof the figures * $18,240."
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The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. :

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For personal services, $4,740; maintenance, $9,200; and repairs to
building, including not to exceed $1,500 for furnishing and installing
fire escape, $2,000; in all, $15,940, to be expended under the direction
of the commissioners; and Union ex-soldiers, sailors, or marines of the
Civil War, ex-soldlers, sailors, or marines of the Spanish War, Philippine
insurrection, or China relief expedition, and soldiers, sailors, or marines
of the World War or who served prior to July 2, 1921, shall be admit-
ted to the home, all under the supervision of a board of management.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SimMoxs: Page 83, line 14, after the
word * building,” insert the following: “ and grounds.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the use of water for domestic purposes through unmetered serv-
jees, $9.85 per annum for all tenements two stories high, or less, with
a front width of 16 feet, or less; for each additional front foot or frac-
tion thereof greater than one-half, 62 cents; and for each additional
story or part thereof, one-third of the charges as computed above. For
business places that are not required to install meters under existing
regulations, the present rates to be increased by 40 per cent per annum,
For the use of water through metered services, a minimum charge of
$8.75 per annum for 7,500 cubic feet of water, and T cents per 100 cubie
feet for water used in excess of that guantity. For water for building
construction purposes when not supplied through a meter, 6 cents per
1,000 brick and 8 cents per cubie yard of concrete, with a minimum
charge of §1 for each separate building project. All water required for
purposes which are not covered by the foregoing classifieations shall be
paid for at such rates as may be fixed by the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia : Protvided, That the rate of assessment for laying or
constructing water mains in the Distriet of Columbia under the provi-
sions of the act entitled “An act anthorizing the laying of water mains
and service sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assess-
ments therefor, and for other purposes,” approved April 22, 1904 (33
Stat., p. 244), is hereby increased from $2 to $3 per linear front foot for
any water main laid during the fiscal year 1831 and thereafter: Pro-
vided further, That the said commissioners are authorized to use of the
receipts from water rents and water-main taxes in the fiscal year 1931
not to exceed $20,000 as an additional amount for the purchase and
installation of ome 20,000,000-gallon pump at the Bryant Street pump-
ing station, including economizer and generator, and not to exceed
$25,000 as an additional amount for installing and replacing water
meters on services to private residences and such business places as are
not required to install water meters under the existing regulations.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Simmons: Page 97, strike out the proviso
beginning on line 20 and ending on line 5, page 98.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill back to the House with the
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. LAGuUarDpiA, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under
consideration the bill (H. R. 10813) making appropriations for
the government of the Distriet of Columbia and other activities
chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues of such
Distriet for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for other
purposes, reported that that committee had directed him to
report the same back to the House with sundry amendments,
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to
and that the bill as amended do pass.
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Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, T move the previous question
on the bill and all amendments thereto to final passage. :

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Ou motion of Mr. SiMmoxsg, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PERMIBSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
on next Monday, after the conclusion of the business on the
Speaker’s table, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Ragox] be
permitted to address the House for 45 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArRNER]
asks unanimous consent that on Monday, at the conclusion of
business on the Speaker’s table, the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. Racon] may proceed for 45 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
wisgh the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArxEr] would make that
conditional on whether we have anything else of special im-
portance on that day.

Mr. GARNER. If there is a report from the Rules Com-
mittee or any very important matter, I will consider that.

Mr. SNELL. Then, it may go over?

Mr. GARNER. Well, it is very important that the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. Racox] speak on next Monday, if he is
going to speak at all

Mr, SNELL. Two or three gentlemen have asked for an
opportunity to address the House early next week, and I have
told them that I would have to object until we had a chance to
find out what was going to be the course of procedure.

Mr. GARNER. As I understand, we are going to adjourn
over until Monday ?

Mr. SNELL. I am going to ask unanimous consent to do
that.

Mr. GARNER. Therefore, this is the only opportunity I will
have to ask for this unanimous consent. I would like to have
it to-day, for the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Racon] is
prepared and wanted to speak to-day or to-morrow, but I did
not want to object to adjourning over until Monday. I hope
the gentleman from New York will allow him to have 45 minutes
on Monday.

Mr. SNELL. I will be compelled to consent, I suppose.

The SPHAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

REREFERENCE OF A BILL

Mr. COLLINS., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill (H. R. 9680) to amend the act entifled “An act grant-
ing certain lands to the city of Biloxi, in Harrison County, Miss.,
for park and cemetery purposes,” approved April 28, 1906, which
has been referred to the Committee on Public Lands, be re-
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. Corrins] has conferred with the chair-
men of the committees?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

The SPEAKER: Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

TRADE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PACIFIC

Mrs, KAHN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the REcorp an extract from a speech made by William Henry
Seward in 1852, prophesying just what the trade development of
the Pacifiec would be, and an article by my colleague, Mr. KorgLr,
of Oregon, showing how truly this prophecy has been fulfilled.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tlewoman from California?

There was no objection.

Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, on July 29, 1852, just 78 years
ago, William Henry Seward, then United States Senator from
New York, and later a member of President Lincoln’s Cabinet,
in the course of a debate advocating an appropriation for an
economic survey of the Pacific for the purposes of trade devel-
opment, made a prophecy as to the importance that the com-
merce on the Pacific would eventually assume, and this in the
light of present events is a little less than astonishing, and
one can not but marvel at the clarity of his vision and his
appreciation of what the acquisition of this new territory meant,

The matter referred to is as follows:




6186

EXCERPT FROM A SBPEECH OF WILLIAM HENRY SEWARD

The setilement of the Paclfic coast is in a state of sheer infancy,
There is, speaking relatively, neither capital nor labor there adequate
to exhibit the forces of industry that might be employed in that wonder-
ful region * * % The railway across Panama is not yet completed.
The passage through Nicaragua is not perfect; that which leads through
Tehuantepec is not begun; nor have we yet extended, even so far as to
the Mississippi, the most important and necessary one of them all, the
railroad across our own country to San Francisco * * *, Neverthe-
less, the commercial, social, political movements of the world are now
in the direction of California * * *  Without waiting for perfect
or safe channels, a strong and steady stream of emigration flows thither
from every State and every district eastward of the Rocky Mountains.
Similar torrents of emigration are pouring into California and Australia
from the South American States, from Europe, and from Asia. This
movement is not a sudden, or accidental, or irregular, or convulsive one;
but it is one for which men and nature have been preparing through
near 400 years, During all that time merchants and princes have
been seeking how they could reach cheaply and expeditiously, “ Cathay,”
“ China,” “the East,”” that intercourse and commerce might be estab-
lished between its ancient nations and the newer ones of the West.
To these objects Da Gama, Columbus, Americus, Cabot, Hudson, and
other navigators devoted their talents, their labors, and their lives. Even
the discovery of this continent and its islands, and the orguanization of
society and government upon them, grand and important as these events
have been, were but conditional, preliminary, and ancillary to the more
gublime result now in the act of consummation—the reunion of the two
civilizations, which having parted on the plains of Asia 4,000 years ago
and having traveled ever afterwards in opposite directions around the
world, now meet again on the coasts and islands of the Paecific Ocean.
Certainly, no mere human event of equal dignity and importance has
ever occurred upon the earth. * * *

Sir, have you considered the bagis of this movement, that this con-
tinent and Australia are capable of sustaining and need for their
development five hundred millions, while their population is confined to
50,000,000, and yet that Asia has two hundred millions of excess? As
for those who doubt that this great movement will quicken activity and
create wealth and power in California and Oregon, I leave them to con-
sider what changes the movements, gimilar in nature but inferior in
force and slower in effect, have produced already on the Atlantic coast
of America. As to those who can not see how this movement will
improve the condition of Asia I leave them to reflect upon the improve-
ments in the country of Europe since the discovery and colonization of
America. Who does not see, then, that every year hereafter European
commerce, European politics, European thoughts, and European activity,
although actunally gaining greater force—and European connections, al-
though actuoally becoming more intimate—will, nevertheless, relatively
gink in importance, while the Pacific Ocean, its shores, its islands, and
the vast regions beyond will become the chief theater of events in the
world's great hereafter? * * *

Commerce Is the great agent of this movement. Whatever nation
shall put that commerce into full employment and shall conduet it
steadily with adeguate expansion will become necessarily the greatest
of existing states; greater than any that has ever existed. Sir,
you will claim that responsibility and that high destiny for our own
country, * * *

We have coal and iron * * * while corn, timber, cattle, hemp,
wool, cotton, silk, oll, sugar, and the grape, gquicksilver, lead, copper,
gilver, and gold are all found within our own broad domain in inex-
baustible profusion. What energies we have already expended prove
that we have in reserve all that are needful. What inventions we have
made prove our equality to any exigency. Our capital increases, while
lnbor scarcely knows the burdem of taxation. Our Papama route to
China has a decided advantage over that of the Isthmus of Suez, and
at the same time vessels leaving that country and coming around the
Horn will reach New York always at least five days sooner than vessels
of equal speed can double the Cape of Good Hope, and make the port of
Liverpool. * = *

Mr, President, we now see how conspicuoug a part in the great move-
mént of the age California and Oregon are to sustain, and that, as yet,
they are separated from us and isolated. They will adhere to us only
s0 long as our government over them shall be conducted, not for our
bencfit but for their own. Their loyalty is great, but it ean not exceed
that of the thirteen ancient American Colonies to Great Britain ; and yet
the neglect and oppression of their commerce undermined that loyalty,
and resulted in their independence, I hear often of dangers to the
Union, and see lines of threatened separation drawn by passionate men
or alarmlists, on parallels of latitude; but, in my judgment, theére is
only one danger of severance, and that is involved in_the possibility of
criminal neglect of the new communities on the Pacific coast, while the
summits of the Rocky Mountains and of the Snowy Mountalns mark
the only possible line of dismemberment. Against that danger [ would
guard as against the worst calamity that could befall, not only my
country, at her most auspicious stage of progress, but mankind also, in
the hour of their brightest hopes. I would guard against it by practic-
fng impartial justice toward the new and remote States and Territories,
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whose political power is small, while their wants are great, and by
pursuing at the same time, with liberality and constancy, the lofty
course which they indicate, of an aspiring yet generous and humane
national ambition.

[Reprinted from the National Republic, Washington, D. C.]

THE RISE OF THE PACIFIC—IT I8 RAPIDLY BECOMING THE GREATEST HIGH-
WAY OF INTEENATIONAL COMMERCE AND BRINGING WITH IT PROSPERITY
AND PROGRESS FOR OUR WESTERN PORTS

By FRANKLIN F. KoRELL, Representative in Congress from Oregon

The quotation to the effect that the course of empire is ever west-
ward has become embodied in our everyday American speech as firmly
as many of the best-known sayings of Shakespeare. It is true, too,
because ever since Father Abraham moved out from Ur of the Chaldees
the tide of migration and progress has been westward. There came
the Empire of Persia, then Greece, then Rome, and the countries of
western Europe, but the tide did not stop here. Christopher Columbus
and his hardy adventurers sailed westward across the great ocean and
discovered the New World. Soon the pioneers were settling the West-
ern Hemisphere and discovering the untold riches embraced within its
bosom.

In a few generations commerce on the Atlantic surpassed that on
the Mediterranean which had been the principal highway up to that
time. Again the tide of human progress swept westward. It con-
tinued to roll across the American continent until to-day we see the
great Pacific coming into its own, although it has been only a little
more than a hundred years since its sea-borne commerce assumed any
importance. In time the Pacific will undoubtedly surpass the Atlantic
in commerce, just as the Atlantic a few centuries ago went ahead of
the Mediterranean. =

In the prophetic words of Theodore Roosevelt: * The Mediterranean
era died with the discovery of America; the Atlantic era has reached
the height of its development; the Pacific era, destined to be the
greatest, is just at the dawn.”

There is a reason for thig prophecy. In addition to the great Pacifie
slope of the United States, the great ocean touches the coasts of Japan,
China, Asiatic Russia, the Philippines, South America, Alaska, Hawaii,
Australia, New Zealand, Africa, Central America, and Canada. It
makes possible increased commerce between the United States and all
of these countries. Throvgh the Panama Canal, too, there has been
opened up a better communication between our western coast and Cuba,
the West Indies, and Europe.

The various sectors of the Asiatic side of the Pacific basin have an
area of seven and one-balf million square miles, compared with two
and three-quarter million square miles that make up the American side.
This amounts to slightly more than one-fifth of the land surface of the
globe. The land area of the Pacific basin is one-third larger than the
continent of North America and has a population equal that of North
America and Europe combined. In fact, this area holds all told nearly
one-third of the earth’s combined population—540,000,000 people on the
Asiatie side and 23,000,000 on the American side.

The 11 Btates included within the western division of the United
States Chamber of Commerce, and of course including Hawali, are Call-
fornia, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Utah, Wyoming, Nevada, Ari-
zona, Colorado, New Mexico, and Idaho. In 1913 the population of this
district was approximately seven and three-fourths million people; in
1926, slightly more than 11,000,000 people—a gain in population during
that period of some 40 per cent. In fact, the growth of population
on the Pacific coast in recent years has been five times greater than
the increase on the Atlantic coast.

There is an explanation for this and reason for the continuing west-
ward flow of civilization. This Pacific region produces three and one-
half billion dollars worth of farm products every year. It contains 50
per cent of the standing merchantable timber of the United SBtates, and
cuts Iumber valued at $5560,000,000 a year, employing in this industry
225,000 persons. It is one of the great fruit-growlng, stock-raising,
dairying, and poultry eections of the world, and contains vast deposits
of ore and minerals, much coal, and large subterranean lakes of oil. The
great length of this region and the various elevations of altitude permit
the raising of all kinds of fruits and farm products.

This region contains 72 per cent of the potential water power in the
United States. It can well be said that its vast water supply will
bring forth new wealth from a fertile soil; that its coal, oil, and water
power will generate inexhaustible power for manufacturing purposes.
Nowhbere in all the world is the future more replete with hope for ihe
unlimited expansion of farming, industry, and manufacturing.

Last, but not least, it may be said while on this phase of the subject
that Oregon, Washington, and Alaska are the world's largest fisheries,
producing wealth of about $85,000,000 a year.

Although the development of Pacifle coast commerce has been steady,
it wns greatly enhanced by the opening of the Panama Canal in 1914
and by two events of great importance occurring in the year 1808,
These were the Battle of Manila Bay, which brought about ultimately
the annexation of the Philippine Islands to the United States, and the
formal incorporation of the Hawaiian Islands as an American Territory.

ey
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The opening of the canal, of course, greatly facilitated commerce be-
tween the Atlantic and the Pacific, and the acquisition of the islands
in the Pacific made the United States a world power.

In 1913 Uncle Sam supplied about 32 per cent of Pacific Latin
American imports. Great Britain's share was 21 per cent and Ger-
many’s 19 per cent. In 1925 the proportion of the United States was
G0 per cent, while England's share had fallen to 16 pér cent and Ger-
many's to 10 per cent. Uncle Sam is now the priocipal supplier of
products to every couniry in South America with the exeeption of
Paraguay.

In tire days before the opening of the canal the far countries of
the Paciflc sent us about 12 per cent of our total imports and took
about 7 per cent of our exports. Now they send us about 30 per cent
of onr imports and take _nbout 15 per cent of our exports. In the
words of the Washington Post, *“ Japan is a better customer of this
country than France, Italy, Argentina, or Australia, Only three other
nations take a greater volume of American exports. Nearly 10 per cent
of our imports come from Japan. That country is second omnly to
. Canada as a source of supply for American markets.” The experts
have found out that if we could increase China’'s per eapita imports
from the United States to equal Japan’s, this would mean an increase
of $6,000,000,000 over China’s present total of $600,000,000.

In 1929 our total sales to customers amounted to $5,128,400,000
worth of commodities. Compare this world trade with our potential
exports to China, if the day ever arrives, and it surely will, when
China shall have a stable government and become a prosperous nation.
_ America’s trade with Canada is now three times that of 1913. The
sugar production of Hawaii in 1902 was, in round figures, 356,000 tons;
in 1928 it was 004,000 tons. In 1902 practically no pineapples were
packed ; in 1928, 8,633,000 cases of 24 cans each were packed. The
sugar crop in 1928 had a value of approximately $95,000,000, and the
pineapple pack of 1928 was worth approximately $39,594,000, a clear
gain over 1902, The value of the principal exports from the United
States to Hawail in 1928 was $77,824,000 and comprised a tremendous
variety of things, a list far too long and too varied to even attempt to
mention.

The increase of our Pacific trade as compared with the expansion of
our Atlantic commerce is indicated in a recent report of the Secretary
of Commerce which says: “ The changes in the geographie distribution
of our export sales during the fiscal year just closed were for the most
part in the same direction as those of other recent years. Exports to
Europe increased only 3 per cent, partly by reason of the actual decline
in sales of grain to that Continent, while to all the rest of the world we
sold 1614 per cent more in value than in 1927-28. The continent show-
ing the greatest increase was Asia, 2014 per cent. But to no great
trade region outside of Europe was the inerease less than about 11 per
cent. It is to be expected that after manufactured goods became more
important in our foreign sales, the gain in exports shall be chiefly in
trade with countries as yet little developed in manufacturing industries.”

The reason for the rising importance of the Pacific as an interna-
tional highway will be indicated by some slight insight into the progress
made by our 11 Western Btates. The total value of the products of ag-
riculture for that district rose from $562,000,000 in 1909 to $1,694.-
846,000 in 1928. The value of mineral products increased from $354,-
000,000 in 1909 to $1,046,000,000 in 1926. But most noteworthy of all
is the fact that the value of the manufactured products inereased from
$1,208,000,000 in 1909 to $4,595,102,000 in 1927,

In 1900 the total exports from our Pacific coast ports amounted to
$60,608,829. In 1928 the value had grown to $557,860,000. Imports
coming to our Pacific coast ports in 1900 were valued at $58,401,381.
In 1928 the value of imports was $493,775,000. In 1928 the Pacific
coast’s combined volume of exports and imports exclusive of Hawaii and
Alaska amounted to $1,051,635,000, which was mearly ten times that
of 1900 and three times that of 1913. In 1913 our Western States ex-
ported to the foreign Pacific area $79,973,295 worth of goods, and im-
ported $133,004,055 worth of commodities. In 1928 the value of the
exports to these same countries had amounted to $262,908,000, and the
imports had grown to £351,430,000. The total volume of our trade with
France in 1928 was $309,400,000. The total volume of our trade with
Japan was $672354,000. These figures give some idea of the signifi-
cance of our trade in the Paecific area.

The total exports of the United States as a whole in 1928 to Asia and
Oceania amounted to $834,5647,000, and the imports of the United States
as a whole from those sections of the Pacific area amounted to $1,222-
378,000, nearly 50 per cent greater than the amwunt of our exports. It
is to be noted, however, that the total of the imports has greatly in-
creased by certain commodities that we are not yet able to produce for
ourselves, as notably, rubber. This makes a total value of trade between
the United States, Asia, and Oeceania about $2,056,925,000.

The rise of the Pacific also spells increasing progress and prosperity
for our own great Pacific ports—San Francisco, Seattle, Los Angeles,
and Portland. It may be said, too, that the port of Ban Diego is one
of growing importance, and the same is true of Tacoma.

I am naturally proud of my own city of Portland and its harbor and
port. In 1850 Portland was a village of a few hundred inhabitants,
accessible only to vessels of light draft. To-day it bas an estimated
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population of over 864,000 and is one of the major ports of the Pacific.
The harbor proper is formed by the Willamette River, has a width of
from 900 to 1,600 feet, and affords nearly 27 miles of water frontage,
a great deal of which is now occupied by public and private terminals,
grain, oil, and lumber wharves, grain elevators, dry docks, and ship-
yards, It has a least channel depth of 30 feet at low water, and a new
project for a 35-foot low-water depth has been adopted. The Federal
project for the 30-foot depth ship channel from Portland to the Pacifie
has been completed for several years.

Portland is the primary wheat exporting port of the Pacific coast,
and this important grain constitutes the prinecipal item of export. Other
exports are lumber, apples, flour, canned goocds, and paper. The con-
tinued gain in domestic imports is indicative of the growth of Port-
land as a jobbing and distributing center. The total tonunage of ocean
traffic in and out of Portland in 1929 was 5,554,709, but there was in
addition a large volume of inland water or river traflic amounting in
1927 to more than 4,000,000 tons,

Seattle is one of the famous ports of the Pacific coast. The port of
Seattle has an outer salt-water harbor and an inner or fresh-water
harbor, It is in the outer harbor that most of Seattle’s shipping is
conducted. Seattle is one of the most progressive cities in the country,
and has an estimated population of not far from 400,000,

In 1919 the water-borne commerce of Seattle was 5,496,666 tous,
with a wvalue of $750,071,971. 1In 1929 the total number of tons had
grown to 9,167,475. ™he port has expended during the last 15 years
approximately $10,000,000 in developing the existing system of harbor
terminals.

The historie port of the Pacific coast is S8an Francisco, a city which
now has a population of more than 750,000 within the city and county
limits,

The San Francisco Harbor includes 450 square miles of water and is
one of the finest landlocked harbors in the world. So much bas been
said of the beautiful Golden Gate in song and story that it is not neces-
sary to take any space here in attempting a description of it.

In the year 1929, 7,806 ships arrived in the port of San Francisco,
and there were 7,959 departures. The value of the commerce of San
Francisco with foreign countries in 1929 was $423,000,000, an increase
of 13 per cent over 1927.

The port of Los Angeles is a modern achievement. The harbor towns
of San Pedro and Wilmington were annexed to the city in 1909, and Los
Angeles promised to spend in the 10 years following $10,000,000 in
harbor improvements. In 1910, the following year, the Government com-
pleted the breakwater of over 2 miles in length at a cost of $3,100,000.
Then the real growth and progress of Los Angeles Harbor commenced.

The actual construction of channels and terminals began in 1912 and
the first municipal wharf was completed in 1914,

In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, Los Angeles Harbor handled
over 2,000,000 tons of cargo, valued at a little more than $£76,000,000,
and 2,787 vessels entered the port. In the fiscal year ending June 30,
1928, the harbor handled over 28,099,245 tons of cargo valued at over
$1,038,380,246, and 7,888 vessels entered the port.

Los Angeles leads in the export of canned fish, petroleum, oils, and
In the jmport of Iumber.

In this brief article I have attempted to give the readers of the
National Republic some idea of the rapid growth of the Pacific States
and the rise in the importance of the Pacific in our foreign trade.

In conclusion, I shall quote a few paragraphs from Dr. Julius Klein,
the efficient Assistant Secretary of Commerce, who has the following to
say about our Pacific trade:

“A study of the import statistics of Ecuador, Peru, Bollvia, and
Chile, generally designated as the west coast countries of South Amer-
ica, show constantiy increasing imports, with a steadily mounting share
from the United States. In 1013 total imports into these countries
amounted to $177,819,482. of which 18.2 per cent originated in the
United States; in 1924 total imports had risen to $237,723,115, of which
29.6 came from the United States; of total imports valued at $256,-
669,123 in 1925, 31.9 per cent were from the United Btates; and
1926 figures show total imports of $262,529 959, with 26 per cent com-
ing from this country.

* The Facific Coast SBtates have shared extensively in this®expanding
market, shipments thereto from the ports of Oregon, Washington, and
California having increased 238 per cent between 1913 and 1926, or
from less than $4,5600,000 in the formrer year to more than $15,000,000
in the latter. In view of the fact that total imports into these four
west coast countries of S8outh America were only 47 per cent greater in
1926 than in 1913 and that total imports from the United States in-
creased 192 per cent, the Increase of 238 per cent from the Pacifie
Coast States is particularly significant. The outlook in this market
for Pacific coast products is exceptionally bright.”

Dr. Julius Klein also states, in an article on Our New Trade Frontler
in the Orient, that:

* Before the World War (in 1913) our commerce—exports and im-

‘ports—with these lands from New Zealand around to Japan and west-

ward to India totaled, in round figures, $462,000,000. This represented
just under 12 per cent of our total imports and just under 7 per cent
of our total exports,
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“ Last year we did a business with the Orlent of $2,215,000,000, of
which $1,443,000,000 represented imports and $772,000,000 represented
exports, This import trade now constitutes 30 per cent of our total
imports, and our exports to the Far East have increased to 14.6 per
cent of our total exports. In mo other part of the world have we made
guch rapid advances in the development of both import and export
trade as we have with the countries of the Far East. Not only has the
actual volume of the trade increased mamy fold but the proportion of
our world commeree represented by it has more than doubled.

“ Industrially also the Orient has been awakening, and in those lines
where unskilled labor may be utilized to advantage, some degree of
guccess has been attained. Japan, for example, has developed a large
cotton-textile industry; India has done the same, and in China over
5,000,000 spindles are in operation, of which more than 3,000,000 are
Chinese owned. The Far East now employs tens of thousands of
workers in its mills and the new purchasing power represented by its
mills and the new purchasing power represented by thelr earnings is
expanding steadily. India has in Bengal a world center for jute pro-
duction, and is developing slowly but successfully an iron and steel
industry.

“ Even more important than these considerations is the fact that this
new economic advance across the Pacific will afford a new outlet for
the many varleties of special machinery, replacements, and supplics
which America is so well qualified to provide. Our sales of machinery
to this region in 1926 reached the impressive total of $72,000,000—and
this is just a beginning. Furthermore, this factory development in-
volves the payment of wages which yield a higher income to thousands
of native population than they would otherwise receive, and it has
already had the effect of increasing their purchasing power noticeably.

“ These factors have already resulted In remarkable developments in
the sale of small luxuries to the Far East, which are now being dis-
tributed in arcas where poverty has heretofore precluded their being
marketed.

“There is some evidence that the trade lines of the future will knit
the United States most closely with the relatively near-by countries of
China and Japan, where we have the advantage of proximity, as com-
pared with the European nations, and where our progress is unim-
peded by the preference of colonies for the goods of their mother coun-
tries, It is to Japan and China that we shall be shipping the major
portion of our sales to the Orient, and our purchases from them promise
to continue at a heavy rate.”

THOMAS JEFFERSON

Mr, McDUFFIE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp a brief statement on the life and character
of Thomas Jeflerson.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing
an article on the life of Thomas Jefferson. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp by printing an article on Thomas Jef-
ferson, I submit the following very inspiring and illuminating
article sent out to-day by the Hon. Jouett Shouse, executive
secretary of the Democratic National Committee:

“AT EVERY VIBRATION BETWEEN THE POINTS OF LIBERTY AND DESPOTISM,
SOMETHING WILL BE GAINED BY THE FORMER

There would have been no United States of America if it had not been
for Thomas Jefferson. It was his genius that found a way to reconcile
the differences among the thirteen American States and make possible a
political union to replace the loose federation of interests that fought the
Revolutionary War.

Ilad it not been for the certainty of the views of the founder of the
Democratic Party and the compelling logic of his philosophy, we would
have bad either the monarchical system of Hamilton’s dream or the
eastern part of the United States might have paralleled the stormy his-
tory of Central America, instead of developing into the great, powerful,
homogeneous country with a teeming national consciousness that was the
fulfillment of Jefferson's vision. Had it not been for Jefferson, all of
the country west of the Mississippi and all south of the Carolinas
would, in all probability, still be foreign territory.

At every stage of the progress of the transformation of a number of
jealous, contentions Commonwealths with different histories, divergent
views, and opposing interests into a united nation, we discover the hand
of Jefferson skillfully finding the answers to hard questions and devising
processes of reconciliation.

It is Interesting to trace the story of the intellectual evolution of the
great statesman from the awkward boy, left to his own devices at the
age of 14. He was at sch a queer 1, according to our modern
jdeas—conducted by teachers whose shortcomings were plain to the pre-
cocious youngster who had the wisdom and determination to shift to a
new educational environment as soon as possible. Then we see him
at the university, lilkewise a strange institution, with its theological
emphasis and its Indian annex—thrown in with boys following the Brit-
ish tradition of having as good a time as possible, and incidentally gath-
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ering only enough book learning to qualify them for the lives of country
gentlemen,

Our Jefferson was comfortable, but not wealthy. The histories tell
us that it was guite a drag on his ®state to find the hundred pounds a
year—his uniyersity course cost.

Some strain of the thrifty, careful yeomanry of his paternal ancestors
gave him an infinite capacity for taking pains. His diaries and note-
books testify to the meticulous attention he gave to recording events, so
there is hardly a day of his life of which we have not the complete
story—from the recording of the sixpences he spent to the conferences
on which the fate of the Nation depended.

And through it all, he never veered from his basic thought of pre-
serving the fullest measure of individual liberty and holding the powoers
of government as near as possible to thelr. gource—the people them-
selves. With this theory, naturally, went the principle of retaining for
the States all authority they did not gpecifically bestow on the Federal
establishment.

That was warp and woof of the whole governmental fabric he was
engaged in weaving; the basgis of our first fundamental controversy;
the issue on which Jefferson and Hamilton contested through the years
of the Nation’s beginnings,

Through Jefferson’s long publie life, he never abated in his regard of
State rights as the corner stone of our liberties. He was vehement on
the subject when the Constitution was forming, and we find him after he
had retired from the Presidency still warning his fellow-citizens that
“ the Btates should be watchful to note every material usurpation of
their rights; denounce them as they occur in the most peremptory
terms, protest against them as wrongs to which our present submission
shall be considered, not as acknowledgments or precedents of right,
but as a temporary yielding to the lesser evil.”

Jefferson was a bookworm always, and, strange for that sort of a
character, he was the strongest man physically in his section of the
country and endowed with a courage and capacity for prompt declsions
which suggests a soldier rather than a student. TUnconseiously, the
boy's poring over volumes and manuscripts was fitting him for his place
in history, for it was his knowledge of experiments in government—
and the tragic archives of misgovernment—that enabled him to put
his finger on the weak places of the innumerable plans for the nascent
pation, to point the true way—probably the only way—that America
could fulfill its destiny.

His was perhaps the most consistent life of which we have the full
story. From college to the practice of law and the administration of
his estate; membership in the Virginia House of Burgesses, where his
insistence on the then novel theory of the inalienable rights of man
played so strong a part in Virginia's prominence in resistance to British
tyranny ; membership in the Continental Congress; Governor of Vir-
ginia, suceceeding Patrick Henry; his embassy to France; membership
in Washington's Cabinet, where as Secretary of State with but four
aides he did the work now divided among half a dozen departments;
his Vice Presidency, his two terms as President; and the sunset of
his life as a revered philosopher; he never changed. The mainspring
of the whole Jefferson system was his insistence that in the end political
wisdom rested with the people, and at the close of it all he chose these
three things to be placed on his tombstone :

“The authorship of the Declaration of Independence, the writing of
the Btatute for Religious Liberty, and the founding of the University of
Virginia.” .

It may seem incongruous a century later to think that a man, whose
achiecvements were s0 many and so great, should deem that the enact-
ment of a statute for so simple a prineciple as that men should worship
according to their own consclences should be so set out, but it was
anything but a commonplace in those days. Jefferson’s Virginia was
still putting Quakers in the stocks and discriminating against Baptists,
and there was still on the statute books a law assessing the death
penalty for an offender who three times disobeyed the mandates of the
clergy of the Established Engiish Church to attend divine service.

Of course, Jefferson was oot always successful. He was too much
ahead of his time to marshal all the thought of his day to march with
him. Though a slave-holder bimself, he recognized the danger to the
country that lay in that institution, and sought its gradual extirpation.
Away back in his days as a burgess, we find him introducing a measure
for the repeal of a Virginia law that threw dificultics in the way of
a planter who wanted to free his slaves,

1t is curious to note the definiteness of his views on problems which
most of us.think of as being entirely new. For example, we find him
130 years ago fulminating against the dilution of executive responsibility
through the use of commissions.

“ Responsibility,” he wrote at that time, *is a tremendous engine
in free government. Let him [the Executive] feel the full weight of it
by taking away the shelter of his executive council.” And 15 years
later we find him still protesting against “the screen of a council
behind which to escape from responsibility.”

He was intensely practical, despite the criticism he incurred in his
own time of being a star-gazing theorist and idealist. IFor example,
during his ministry in France, when he was striving to remedy the
desperate condition of American trade, so necessary to get the new
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Nation really under way, he sought to bring about free trade in Ameri-
can tobacco, only to be confronted with the statement that the tobacco
business was a poly of the King, the American end of which was
handled by his friend, Robert Morris, who was the only person who
conld lawfully send a pound of tobacco to France. Jefferson suggested
that he did not wish to have the King’s revenue renpunced, but only
that the monopoly should be’ put down, which he suggested might be
“effected in the simplest manner by obliging the importers to pay on
entrance a duty equal to what the King received or to deposit the
tobacco in the King's warehouse until it was paid.” He succeeded to
the extent of gaining the agreement that the Morris contract would not
be renewed, and he also managed to help New England by obtaining
the admission of whale oil from Nantucket into France, while barring
that of European whale fishers.

He was always doing these practical things.

The Italians bad a rice so good that it drove the American rice oot
of the European market. Strict laws prohibited the export of any of
the seed, so we find Jefferson, the American dignitary and philosopher,
filling his pockets with it and sending it to Charleston, where it was
distributed to the rice planters, a dozen or two grains to each, and from
those pocketfuls of seed rice is descended the American rice of to-day.

Jefferson also invented the dollar; that is, he devised the decimal
gyetem of currency to take the place of the awkward business of pounds,
ghillings, and pence, which we Inherited from the mother country.

He knew how fo compromise, and beeause of that capacity the Capital
of the United States Is now at Washington. There were twin contro-
versies raging when Jefferson was Secretary of State—one as to the
location of the Capital and the other on the assumption of the States
debts, growlng out of the Revolution, by the National Government.
There was even @ prospect of the Confederation breaking up over this
gquestion. New York and New England wanted the Capital to be at
Rights Ferry on the SBusquehanna. The Southern States combated this.
Germantown and other places were suggested as alternatives,

The SBouthern States resisted the transfer of the war debts to the Fed-
eral Government, Some of them had paid partially as the debts were
incurred ; there was objection to bearing the burdens incurred by expe-
ditions not authorized by Washington; there was the complieation of
dublons speculation in depreciated currency. Both sides were hinting at
secession, Jefferson got the champions of both these propositions to
dine with him at his house at Maiden Lane, and the result was that
in exchange for the southern votes for assumption of the States debts
was given the southern location of the Capital.

Another of Jefferson's dinners resulted in the principle that there
should be no warships on the Great Lakes and no fortifications on the
long frontier between us and Canada. This was the dinner at which
the first British ambassador to the United States was the sole guest,
and, talking over the vexed question of when, if ever, Great Britain
would surrender the frontier ports, such as that at Detroit, it was
the ambassador's suggestion that neither party bhave any forts, but
trading posts only, “ which,” sald Jefferson, “ accorded well with two
ideas of mine of leaving commerce free and never keeping unnecessary
soldiers.”

Jefferson’s 44 years in public life enriched the country but impov-
erished himself. The embargo which he proclaimed as President de-
stroyed the market for produce of his farms to such an extent that
in his old age a public subscription only saved Monticello for him.
He earried out his prineiple of never permitting his offices to aid his
personal fortunes, to an extent that seems unbelievable in this day
when nobody is sorprised to find a high official studying the stock
market reports. When he was Secretary of State his old friend and
seeretary asked him for advice as fo the disposition of a little stock,
to which he replied: “ Were 1 to advise your agent (who i8 himself
a stock dealer) to sell out yours at this or that moment it would be
used as a signal to guide speculation.”

Invited to share in an lnvestment that promised almost a certainty
of profit, he declined on the ground that a public man must preserve
his mind free from all possible bias of interest.

Nowadays the Vice Presidential office is the subject of all manner of
jests beeanse of the lack of adequate employment as second highest
official in the land, but when Jefferson attained to that office by virtue
of having three electoral votes fewer than John Adams he found
plenty to do., Among other things, he devoted himself to the Manual
of Parliamentary Practice, which is still the basis of procedure in the
Congress. Perhaps the most startling thing in it is “ When the pri-
vate interests of a Member are concerned in a bill or question he is to
withdraw."

He and President Adams, being on opposite sides, though at that
time close personal friends, Jefferson was given a small part in the
actual administration. In fact, one of the historians records that
Pregident Adams never consulted the Vice President on political mat-
ters after Madison had declined the French mission, the proffer of which
wis Adams’s last effort to disregard the principle established by Wash-
ington of ignoring party distinctious in his appointments. The next
time there was a consultation on political matters—for the punctuality
of their official relations was never interrupted—was four years later,
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when Adams had been defeated for reelection and Jefferson and Aaron
Burr were tied for the office and the House of Representatives was
determining the succession. Jefferson called on the President, asking
him to negative a congressional proposal that the President of the
Senate should conduct the Government in the event that the tie was
not dissolved before the expiration of Adams's term, polnting out that
that was an unconstitutional expedient and might result in revplution.

Adams demurred, saying that Jefferson could himself fix the election
by promising that he would not turn out the Federalists from office,
put down the Navy, or wipe off the public debt. Jefferson had no
mind to do any of these things, but, as he told Gouverneur Morris,
who had made that proposal to him on behalf of the Federalists, the
country would have to decide from his record in public office what
eourse he meant to pursue, * believing it to be my duty,” be said, * to be
passive and silent during the present régime; that I should certainly
make no terms, should never go into the office of President by capitula-
tion, nor with my hands tied by any condition which would binder me
from pursuing the measures which I should deem for the public good."”

The eight years during which Jefferson was President of the United
States demonstrated to the country that the Democratic ideals for
which he had fought through his whole career were neither glittering
generalities nor impractical drenms. He began his administration by
pardoning all who had been imprisoned for violation of the sedition
laws, because, ag he phrased it, he considered that law to be “ a nullity
as absolute and palpable as if Congress had ordered us to fall down
and worship a golden image ; and that it was as much my duty to arrest
its execution at every stage as it would have been to rescue from the
fiery furnace those who had been cast into it for refusing to worship
the image.” It was accordingly done in every instance without asking
what the offenders had done or against whom they had offended, but
whether the pains they were suffering were inflicted under the pretended
sedition law.

It had been argued that Jefferson's interpretation of the doctrine of
State rights would result in noullification and confusion. Perhaps no
administration has been as free from conflict along these lines as was
his.

Ingisting always that the division between the executive and the
legislative branches of the Government should be strictly observed, he
nevertheless led the country successfully through the complications and
dangers that beset the young Nation through the period of the Napoleonie
wars, which time after time threatened to involve us in a world struggle
of that day. He did not hesitate to let Great Britain know that we
would join aetively in the general war then supposed to Le impending if
England seized New Orleans. He gave France the same warning when
he heard that Spain was ceding Loulsiana and Florida to France. He
let France understand that If she attempted to take possession of New
Orleans * it seals the union of two nations who in conjunction can
maintain exclusive possession of the ovean. From that moment we must
marry ourselves to the British fleet and nation.” The result of all of
which was that Loniziana became American territory at a price of
$15,000,000,

Jefferson also had the eatisfaction of reMeving the world of the exae-
tions of the Barbary pirates. Like every other country, the United
Btates had paid millions to ransom its citizens who had been seized
and enslaved. As our envoy in Paris, he had himself negotiated such
ransoms. But that all ended when Jefferson sent Decatur with his
three frigates and sloop to the Mediterranean.

The end of Jefferson’s administration saw the democratic principle
so firmly established that federalism in its old scnse really ceased to
exist in this country. He was one of those few Presidents who, had he
desirved it, could bave had a third term, for the whole country now
acelaimed his administirations, e waved that aside, as had Washing-
ton before him. And yet no P'resident was so abused before he came
into office as he. The country was told that he hated the Constitution
and was pledged to subvert it; that he would tumble the country into
ruin in one stroke and bring on bankruptey and distress ; that he would
dismantle the Navy. Perhaps the most moral man who has ever
attained to the headship of the Nation, he was necused from the pulpit
of robbing a widow and fatherless children of £10,000 intrusted to him
by his grandfather's will. They called him an athelst, profane phi-
losopher, and an infidel, and accused him of every sort of personal
impurity and immorality. Ie never complained of this any more than
he did of eriticism when he was President. He retired to Monticello,
issuing no denials or protests, and, incidentally, invented the revolving
desk chair.

When somebody commented on the absence of bitterness under the
snowstorm of defamation, he merely smiled and replied that the defama-
tion did not apply to him, for, he said, there never was a Thomas
Jefferson such as they described.

Perhaps the greatest shock of all his term was his abolition of the
heavy court etiquette that surrounded the Chief Magistrate., He did
away, for example, with the weekly levee not altogether becunuse it was
too reminiscent of court but because it took up too much time. During
his term the White IHouse was open to the public but twice a year—
on July 4 and on New Year's Day. His dinners had no more of state
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than those of a private citizen. He lved up to his code that the
President was merely a citizen performing a particular funetion to
which he had been chosen. He never bothered during his first term
to make deals or devise schemes to get the second, and he went out of
office the same modest gentleman that he was when he entered,

It was to Jefferson that we owe not only the basie principles of
democracy but the demonstration that they are practical and that under
them a nation thrives and prospers as under no other system. For
more than a century they have been under fire by those who seek to
make government a means of profit to themselves,

In war his pen was the complement of Washington’s sword ; in peace
be not only led his country politically but intellectually. The bill of
rights, the dignity of the citizen, freedom of religion, of speech, and of
the press were among his contributions to the science of morals and of
government. The strict separation of the legislative, executive, and
Judicial branches of the Government was his constant anxiety ; reposing
the power to inapgurate revenue measure in the House of Congress
nearest to the people, so that the taxing power should never become an
asset of tyranny, was one of the many things he took from the British
system—the whaole history of government was his fleld when he came to
form a Constitution for the United States, and he gleaned the best
wherever he found it.

He engaged in no wars, but could hardly be described as a pacifist
in the modern sense, for, in the process of steering the tben frail
bark of nationality through the stormy waters of the Napoleonic era,
he did not hesitate to show that he would fight to attain and maintain
his country’'s desires if they were threatened by the mutations of the
European struggles.

In a period when duelling was part of the system of his social order
he fought no duels ; though the leading figure of the fiercest controversy
in the country's history, no adversary sought to challenge him to defend
his position with pistol or sword, with both of which he was familiar.
Perhaps the reason for this may be found in his overwhelming sense
of justice, his capacity to see what was defendable in his opponent’s
position, and his willingness to credit him with as much sincerity as he
had himself, To him recrimination was a waste of time. Though
assalled by every foul charge and malicious innuendo to which his ad-
versaries could lay tongue or pen, he stuck to the merits of whatever
issue he was advocating or combating, for, as he explained, the question
was everything and the character of the advocate nothing,

The story of our country is the story of the defense of the principles
established by our first great Democrat, for every attempt to turn the
agencies of government to personal advantage involves an assault on
Jefferson's code. :

“ Soberly,” sald Abraham Lineoln, “ It is no child's play to save the
principles of Jefferson from total overthrow in this Nation, The
principles of Jefferson are the definitions and axioms of free society.”

CRITICISMS OF CONGRESSMEN

Mr, LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, all honest men
invite constructive criticisms. No one appreciates a destructive
one. All people who attempt anything worth while are bom-
barded with all kinds of eriticism. Publie officials come in for
their share of criticisms and when they offer for reelection they
generally get more than their share. A political campaign, on
a high plane when all parties wage a contest of constructive
criticisms upon the merits of the real public issues, is always
helpful and desirable. The people are enabled to select their
officials after giving due and proper consideration to the merits
of each contestant as developed by their position on matters of
publie eoncern. I know of no public official who is more anxious
for fair, constructive criticisms than the average Member of
Congress; and yet probably no one receives quite so few help-
ful, fair eriticisms or quite so many destructive unfair criticisms.

There are several reasons for this. One of the foremost is
that the labors of Members of Congress, in most cases, are per-
formed hundreds and even thousands of miles from their con-
stituents and it is so easy for our enemies to make charges
which our friends back home, of their own knowledge, do not
know to be untrue. Our people see our State and county offi-
cials at work. Not so with us. All the information they get
about our efforts here, is from correspondence, newspapers, the
ConeREsSSIONAL Recorp, and from what is said about us by those
who come here and behold our labors. Thus it is that the Coxn-
GRESSIONAL REcorp is the chief source of information. People
as a whole learn more about our work from the Recorp than
from any other medium. Newspapers and others may misrepre-
sent Congress and the Members but the Recorp states the
truth.

This is the reason many wish there was no Recorp and ob-
ject to Members mailing parts of it to their people back home.
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The ConeressioNAL Recorp is the shield and armor of the com-
mon people and the defender of their representatives in Con-
gress. Without it, great corporate wealth could so control the
big newspapers as to destroy any one who would not do their
will and be their slave and the Congressman, with modest means,
could not make reply. The CoNcrEssioNAL Recorp and the
right to mail it free is a mighty bulwark of the liberties of our
people, and puts the representative of the common people in po-
sition to defend his people and himself against unfair subsidized
newspaper propaganda.

I wish I could mail the CoNcressioNnaL Recorp to all the
voters in my district, but I ean not. It would cost me about
$2,000 a month to do this. I must content myself with paying
about a thousand dollars per year to send out a part of my own
remarks and speeches. I wish I was able to send them all out.

Contrary to what many believe, the Members pay for the
printing of their speeches when they mail them out. The post-
age, though, is free. If it was not free, the rich man or the man
with big eampaign boodle would have the advantage of the poor
Member who is too honest to take a bribe or sell out for large
campaign donations. Many complain bitterly because Members
of Congress can mail parts of the Recorp free.

The CoNerEssIONAL REcorp and parts of the ReEcorp are mailed
free so Members of Congress can let their people know just what
they are doing here. It is the duty of the Member to make re-
ports to his people from time to time. The franking privilege
enables the Member to do his duty by his folks. The free-mail
privilege does not belong to the Congressman. It is the right
of the people, It ean only be exercised by the Member in official
matters. It can only be used for the service of the public.

Mr. Speaker, the Member who is everlastingly on the job uses
in behalf of his people every ounce of his energy and every
weapon at his command. He strives to overcome every obstacle
that would harm his district and Nation and wages a never-
tiring, relentless warfare by speeches before committees and on
the floor, by putting his remarks and the remarks of others in
the Recorp when he ean not get time to deliver or read them,
and by seeking to overcome in every way possible those who
with every weapon at their command are fighting him.

Those who eriticize the use of the Ricorp, just simply do rnot
know the faets, and if they were here and did their duty would
use the Recorp and every known legitimate means in behalf of
their people back home just as the comscientious Member here
does, The men here who make the most speeches and do the
most work also put in the Recorp the most remarks of them-
selves and others when they believe by so doing they ecan help
the cause of their people.

It has always been thus, and always will be. At this time I
shall only mention a few more unfair criticisms, It is grossly
unfair to eriticize all of Congress for what a few Members may
or may not do. For instance, if a few Members shounld fail to
be faithful to their people, all ghould not be blamed for the
acts of the few.

Again, it is not fair to criticize the minority, because the
majority outvotes them and passes bad legislation, such as some-
times happens when the Democrats are in control, and which is
almost invariably the case when the Republicans are in power,

Another most unfair thrust at any efficient, loyal Member of
Congress is for some one in his district to say “the district
needs an honest, sober, able man in Congress at this time,” thus
indirectly, by insinuation and innuendo, accusing the Member in
office with being a dishonest, drunken weakling. This kind of
a charge is sometimes made against a Member by people who
would not dare charge the Member directly with being either
crooked, drunken, or erazy. They dare not make a false state-
ment directly, but will and do make it indirectly.

Mr. Speaker, the unfairest criticism, though, that was ever
made of a Member of Congress, or of anyone else, is for some
one in criticizing the Member or individual to circulate a mere
rumor or hearsay statement which would not be received in
any court of justice as evidence and which in most probability
is not at all true. Criticisms are often very proper, but they
are never proper, but vicious and cowardly, when the one mak-
ing them of his own knowledge does not know them to be true,
and when they are very probably false.

In conelusion, let me say Members of Congress should be
criticized and they invite fair criticism. There are thousands
upon tens of thousands of pages of written record, here, telling
correctly of their bills, votes, attendance, speeches, and services
in every respect. This is the record that should be criticized if
anyone finds a flaw in it and ean offer something better. Many
brush this record aside with the statement “he has done
nothing.” This is unfair. A man can not remain in Congress
in good health and do nothing, He either votes or does not;
makes speeches or remains silent ; answers roll call or is absent
playing golf or attending a show; either appears before com-
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mittees or does not; either introduces and fights for bills or
does not; and in fact he is very loyal to his people or in effect
is a traitor to their best interest or he is somewhere between
these extremes. I am sure most Members of Congress rather
have a race without so much talk about rumors and what
some one whispered to another, all of which generally is untrue
or at least distorted and misleading. They would much prefer
an open, fair discussion of their true merits and services as
disclosed by the daily printed officinl RECORD.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS—FARM ORGANIZATION AND THE DEBENTURE
PLAN

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the failure of legis-
lation enacted by this Congress to stabilize the price of agricul-
tural products, to give the farmer the benefit of the protective
tariff, and to place the agrienltural interests of America on a
bagis of economic equality with other industries as promised
by both political parties in the campaign preceding the last
national election, the following letter from the National Grange
is particularly pertinent at this stage of the consideration of the
pending tariff bill:

MancH 26, 1930,

Diar CoNaneEssMaN : Until recent weeks, we had hoped that the tariff
bill might be revised in the Senate in such manner as to meet the needs
of agriculture. But, in all frankness, it is necessary to say that the
rates in the bill which has just been passed by the Senate and sent
to conference, fall far short of placing agriculture on a basis of equality
with industry, as was promised in the last presidential campaign. It
1s also true that the bill is not in accord with the recommendations
contained in the message of President Hoover at the opening of the
gpecial session of Congress, last April.

It will be recalled that the President advocated only a limited revi-
gion of the Industrial schedules, remarking that it was not as if we
were setting up a new basis of protective duties for industry. There
was peculiar force and truth in his comment that this had been done
when the Fordney-McCumber bill was enacted. The industrial rates
then established, and still in effect, are admittedly the highest tariff
rates in our history. That these rates, on the whole, are effective is
attested by the fact that less than 5 per cent of the manufactured
products consumed in this country are imported.

Under all the cireumstances, and particularly in view of the depressed
conditlon of agriculture, it has been astonishing that industry should
demand still higher rates in connection with a revision of the tariff
undertaken primarily to give agriculture parity with the other groups
composing our industrial system.

Keeping in mind the fact that agriculture is at a disadvantage, as
compared with industry, under the Fordney-MeCumber bill it must be
manifest to any impartial observer that under a plan of revision grant-
ing four times as many inercases In rates to industry as to agriculture
the disparity which we undertook to correct still remains,

From the broad standpoint of national welfare it must certainly be
gaid that we have drifted far from the sane and reasonable attitude to-
ward the tariff which was enuneciated by President McKinley in his last
public utterance. In the memorable address which he delivered at the
Pan American Exposition at Buffalo, on the day preceding his assassina-
tion, he said: "

“We must not repose in fancied security that we can forever sell
everything and buy little or nothing. If such a thing were possible, it
would not be best for us nor for those with whom we deal. * * #* If
perchance some of our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue or to
encourage and protect our industries at home, why should they not be
employed to extend and promote our markets abroad?”

The difficulty with our protective system as it affects the farmer is
that, while industrial tariffs are usually 100 per cent effective and
operate to raise the farmer’s costs, the major portion of American agri-
culture, under present conditions, ean not be brought under the pro-
tective system. For generations the growers of our staple crops have
been thrown into merciless competition with the cheapest labor in the
world, while being eompelled by the action of the Government to buy
their supplies in a highly protected market. The higher we make the
rates on commodities which farmers in common with the rest of our
population must buy the less chance there is for the economic survival
of those branches of our agriculture which can not be brought under the
protective system.

We warmly commend the Senate for its action in incorporating the
export debenture amendment in the tarif bill. The retention of this
feature of the bill will mean more to agriculture than many farm
rates it contains, which we know in advance will be partially or wholly
ineffective. It can not be too strongly emphasized that it will be
economically impossible for agriculture to continue indefinitely to pay
the higher costs occasioned by the tariff unless it receives corresponding
benefits from the protective system. In supporting the debenture plan
the Grange does not ask for any gratuity or special favor for agricul-
ture. We are asking for simple justice and falr play. The principal

beneficiaries of the protective system should be willing to approve this
Ag SBenator BoraH said in his speech on the debenture proposal

plan.
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on the floor of the Senate last June, * unless the protective tarii
applies and can be made to apply as a system te the Natlon as a
whole, then it becomes a special privilege, the result of governmental
favor, and is intolerable.”

From the beginning of the long fight for equality for agriculture the
friends of the farmer, both in and out of Congress, have steadfastly
declared that we must make the tariff effective on our surplug crops in
order to remedy the ills of agrieulture. The debenture amendment
contains the only proposal pending before the present Congress which
is intended to accomplish this. In recent months the price of wheat,
cotton, dairy and peoultry products, and other farm commodities has
been lower than at any time since the World War, At the same time
farm costs have been maintained at high levels, principally by existing
tariff rates on industrial commodities. As a matter of fundamental
Justice we strongly urge the House to concur in the debenture
amendment.

Sincerely yours,
THE NATIONAL GRANGE,
Frep BRENCKMAN,
Wuashington Representative.

RELIEF OF FARMERS IN CERTAIN STATES

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10818) to extend the
provisions of Public Resolution No. 47, Seventy-first Congress,
entitled * Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the storm,
flood, and/or drought stricken areas of Alabama, Florida, Geor-
gia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, Ohio, Oklahoma,
Indiana, Illinois, Minnesota, North Dakota, Montana, New Mex-
ico, and Missouri.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous cousent for the present consideration of a bill, which the
Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKHER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, what is the big idea?

Mr. LEAVITT. The situation is that the seed loan bill, which
has already passed the House and Senate, and for which an ap-
propriation has already been made, is found to be so worded
that it will not allow the purchase of fuel oil for farmers in
some sections that use small fractors instead of horses, It
would, in effect, allow a man who farms on one side of the
fence with horses to get the benefit while the farmer on the
other side who uses a tractor, and who needs relief in the same
way, would be denied the benefit. It comes with a favorable re-
port from the Secretary of Agriculture, calling it an emergency
matter, and it has had the unanimous action of the Committee
on Agriculture,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, a favorable report from the
Department of Agriculture on bills of this kind makes absolutely
no impression upon me, I recall that when this bill was passed
there were a great many Members on the floor and it seemed
then the bill was perfect. The other day we tried to get an
appropriation for Porto Rico but this House howled it down.

Mr. LEAVITT. Of course, that may have been a mistake.
I had this bill up earlier in the afternoon, and there was some
objeection and some question about it. I have discussed the
matter with the gentleman who objected and he has withdrawn
his objection. It is a matter of real emergency.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. You are not going to buy oil for the trac-
tors to-morrow or within the next few days.

Mr. LEAVITT. The situation is that the organization to put
this into effect is already on its way to Grand Forks.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. This bill has not passed the Senate as yet.

Mr. LEAVITT. It has been considered in the committee.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The Senate is not in session, so let it go
over until Monday. I shall object for the present.

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday
next.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn
to meet on Monday next. Is there ohjection?

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
it is the purpose of the gentleman to take up the tariff bill on
Monday, as I understand. Could the gentleman give me some
idea as to when we are going to reach the Private Calendar

again?

Mr. SNELL. I can not say definitely, but within a short
tinre,

Mr. EDWARDS. I have no objection to the request, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. GARNER. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object,
following the question which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
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Howarns] asked and answered himself, does the gentleman pro-
pose to take up the tariff bill Monday?

Mr. SNELL. I think it is somewhat doubtful.

Mr. GARNER, It is a question whether consideration of the
tariff bill will be Lrought up Monday or Tuesday.

Mr. SNELL. It will be Monday or Tuesday, and I think now
it will be Tuesday.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Would the gentleman say
positively that it will be Tuesday?

Mr. SNELL. Not positively.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The gentleman is not even
positive about Tuesday?

Mr. SNELL. I can not say positively, because there has not
been any decision.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. It will not be Monday?

Mr. SNELL. At the present time, I think not.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled a bill of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H. R.6120. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the construction of certain public buildings, and for
other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat., 630); the
act entitled “An act to amend section 5 of the act entitled ‘An
act to provide for the construction of certain public buildings,
and for other purposes,’ approved May 25, 1926,” dated Febru-
ary 24, 1928 (45 Stat., 137); and the act entitled “An act
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to acguire certain
lands within the District of Columbia to be used as space for
publie buildings,” approved January 13, 1928 (45 Stat., 51).

ADJOURN MENT

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 21
minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with its previous order,
adjourned until Monday, March 31, 1930, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Friday, March 28, 1930, as re-
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)
To consider private bills.
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10.30 2. m,)
Legislative appropriation bill.
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE
: (10 a. m.)

To ecreate a body corporate by the name of The Textile
Alliance Foundation (H. R. 9557).

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,
Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Accounts.
resolution to provide for the expenses of the Committee on
Banking and Currency in carrying out the provisions of H. Res.

H. Res. 178. A

141 (Rept. No. 1003). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DOWELL: Committee on Roads. H. R. 10037, A bill
to amend the act entitled *An act making appropriations for the
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1929, and for other purposes,” approved May 16, 1928; with
amendment (Rept. No. 1009). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
mation. H. R. 5662, A bill providing for depositing certain
moneys into the reclamation fund; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1010). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,
Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 187. A
resolution to pay Amanda A. Richmond, widow of James E,
Richmond, six months’ compensation and an additional $250 to
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defray funeral expenses and last illness of said James H.
Richmond (Rept. No. 1004). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. GUYER : Committee on Claims. H, R. 471, A bill for thd
relief of Luther W. Guerin; with amendment (Rept. No. 1005).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 11088. A bill for
the refund of money erroneously collected from Thomas Griffith,
of Peach Creek, W. Va.; with amendment (Rept. No. 10068).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. :

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
11132. A bill for the relief of Edward Knight; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1007). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Committee on Foreign Affairs.
H. R. 11113. A bill for the relief of the widows and wife of
certain Foreign Service officers; without amendment (Rept. No.
1008). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, publie bills and resolutions were
introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DICKSTHIN: A bill (H. R. 11190) to exempt from
the quota husbands of American citizens; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 11191) to amend and
suppléement an act entitled “An act to amend the salary rates
contained in the compensation schedules of the act of March 4,
1923, entitled ‘An act to provide for the classification of eivilian
positions within the District of Columbia and in the field serv-
ices,” approved May 28, 1928, and for other purposes”™; to the
Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. MoSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 11192) to provide for the
retirement of disabled nurses of the Army; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11193) to amend section 23, of the World
War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended; to the Committee on
World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11194) to deter-
mine the contribution of the United States to the expenses of
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 11195) to amend an act
entitled “An act to authorize the cutting of timber, the manufae-
ture and sale of lumber, and the preservation of the forests on
the Menominee Indian Reservation in the State of Wisconsin,”
as amended ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mrs. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11186) to extend the
times for commencing and completing the construction of a
bridge across the White River at or near Clarendon, Ark.; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 11197) to pro-
vide for a term of court at Ponca City, Okla.; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MICHENER: A bill (H. R. 11198) granting the con-
sent of Congress to the board of county road commissioners of
Wayne County, Mich., to reconstruct, maintain, and operate as
a free highway bridge the existing railroad bridge across the
American channel of the Detroit River, leading from the main-
land to Grosse Isle, Mich., and about 16 miles below the city
of Detroit, Mich.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 11199) to amend
sections 22 and 39, Title 11, of the national prohibition act; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11200) to provide for the
acquisition, sale, and closer settlement of delinguent lands on
irrigation projects by the Government to protect its investment;
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 11201) to authorize a pre-
liminary examination of the Fox River, Wis., for the purpose of
flood control ; to the Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 11202) to provide for the
erection of a suitable monument to the memory of David Wil-
mot, author of the Wilmot proviso; to the Committee on the
Library.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 11203) to ratify certain leases
with the Seneca Nation of Indians; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R, 11204) to regulate the entry
of persons into the United States, to establish a border patrol
in the Coast Guard, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 283) making ad-
ditional appropriations for certain expenses under the Depart-
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ment of Justice for the remainder of the fiscal year 1930; to
the Committee on Appropriations.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ABERNETHY : A bill (H. R. 11205) for the relief of
Moody A. Howell ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 11206) granting an increase
of pension to Rebecca Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11207) for the relief
of Ceylon Gowdy, otherwise known as Ceylon G. Andrews; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 11208) granting a pension to
Mary Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. 11209) granting a pension to
Eunice C. MeGarvey; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11210) granting a
p;ns]on to Esther Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 11211) granting an increase
of pension to Harold A, Canon; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11212) to recognize the high public service
rendered by James C. Burke in voluntarily submitting himself
for a test in an effort to discover the cause and means of trans-
mission of malarial fever; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 11213) for the relief of John J.
Hannigan ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11214) for the relief of Joseph Schattan;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GIFFORD : A bill (H. R. 11215) granting an increase
of pension to Mary A. €. Vanderhoop; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 11216) granting an
increase of pension to Nancy J. Hulett; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREGORY: A bill (H. R. 11217) granting a pension
to Lucretia K. James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HALSEY : A bill (H. R. 11218) granting an increase
of pension to Emily 8. Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. HALL of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11219) granting an
increase of pension to Letta A. Jomes; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUDSPETH : A bill (H. R. 11220) granting a pen-
:_!l(m to Margaret R. Frier; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

OnS.

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 11221) granting a pension to
Waldo E. Stucker; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mrs. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 11222) granting a pension
to Navar Combs; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 11223) granting a
pension to Margaret E. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 11224) granting an increase
of pension to Mary 8. Tillett; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: A bill (H. R. 11225) granting
an increase of pension to William H, Harris; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 11226) for the relief of William
F. Bourland ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 11227) granting an
increase of pension to Ophelia F. Lyons; to the Commjttee on
Invalid Pensions.,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

6004. By Mr. ADKINS: Petition of citizens of Moweagua,
Shelby County, IllL, requesting speedy consideration and passage
of House bill 2582. providing for increased rates of pension to
the men who served in the armed forces of the United States
during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions,

6095. By Mr. ALMON: Petition of J. . Crow, route No. 2,
box 156, Decatur, Ala., in behalf of the bill pending in Congress
providing for an increase of pensions for the Spanish-American
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions,

6096, By Mr. BOYLAN: Letter from the New York State
Federation of Labor, at Albany, N. Y., favoring the La Follette
btll1 (8. 306) ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.
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6007. Also, letter from the Warehousemen’s Association of the
Port of New York (Inc.), New York City, favoring House bill
10418; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

6098. By Mr. BRUNNER : Petition of some of the citizens of
Queens County, N. Y., indorsing House bill 2562 and Senate bill
476, and urging Congress to speedily pass these measures; to
the Committee on Pensions.

6099. By Mr. CARTER of Wyoming: Petition of citizens of
Buffalo, Wyo., favoring House bill 2562, granting an increase
of pension to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

6100. By Mr. DRANE : Petition of citizens of the first congres-
sional distriet of Florida, in support of House bill 2562 and
Senate bill 476; to the Committee on Pensions.

6101. By Mr. DOXEY : Petition of John W. McCracken and
others, of Sardis, Miss., urging speedy consideration and passage
of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, providing for increase in
pensions to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee
on Pensions,

6102. By Mr. ESLICK: Resolution of the common ecouncil,
city of Pulaski, Tenn., in behalf of General Pulaski memorial
day ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

6103. By Mr. FRENCH : Petition of nine citizens of Forest,
Idaho, protesting against proposed calendar change of weekly
cyele in connection with House Joint Resolution 334; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

6104. By Mr. FULMER : Resolutions passed by the American
Legion Auxiliary Post, No. 10, Charleston, 8. C., in behalf of
House bill 9411, proposing to establish a veterans’ hospital in
South Carolina; to the Committee on World War Veterans'
Legislation.

6105. By Mr. GREGORY : Petition of Bennett Harding and
23 other citizens of Crittenden County, Ky., urging the speedy
consideration and passage of House bill 2562, providing for
increased rates of pension to the men who served in the armed
forces of the United States during the Spanish War; to the
Committee on Pensions.

6106. By Mr. HALSEY : Petition of H. W. Austin and other’
citizens of Kl Dorado Springs, Mo., for passage of the Robsion-
Capper free public school bill, which will establish a national
department of public education, with its head a member of the
President’s Cabinet; to the Committee on Education.

6107. By Mr. HUDSON : Petition from citizens of Flint and
Milford, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 2562 providing
for increased rates of pension to the men who served in the
armed forces of the United States during the Spanish War
period ; to the Committee on Pensions.

6108. By Mr. JOHNSON of Nebraska : Petition of 71 veterans
and citizens of Nuckolls County, Nebr,, urging speedy considera-
tion and passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the
Committee on Pensions,

6109. Also, petition of Business Men's Forum, Bertrand, Nebr.,
in support of Sears bill (H. R. 9376); to the Committee on
Flood Control.

6110. By Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania : Petition of citizens
of Uniontown, Pa., urging favorable action on legislation in-
creasing the pensions of Spanish-American War veterans ; to the
Committee on Pensions.

6111. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of Joseph J. Bard-
gett and 60 other citizens of St. Lounis and St. Louis County,
urging speedy consideration of Senate bill 476 and House bill
2562 providing for increased rates of pension to the men who
served in the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions.

6112. By Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma: Petition of Clyde
Parkinson and 29 other citizens of Tulsa County, Okla., urging
prompt action on legislation for the further relief of Spanish-
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6113. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM : Petition of Phil F. Voelker and
others, of Evansville, Ind., that Congress enact into law legisla-
tion providing for increased rates of pension to the men who
served in the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pensions.

6114. By Mr. SCHNEIDER : Petition by citizens of Outagamie
County, Wis., urging the speedy consideration and passage of
House bill 25662 and Senate bill 476, providing increased rates of
pension to the veterans of the Spanish War; to the Committee
on Pensions.

6115. By Mr. SHORT of Missouri: Petition of citizens of
Stoddard County, Mo., urging the passage of House bill 2562
and Senate bill 476, to increase the pensions of Spanish War vet-
erans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6116. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Resolution of the
members of Oneida Tribe, No. 91, Improved Order of Red Men,
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of Oleott, W. Va., favoring the passage of the Capper-Robsion
free public school bill; to the Committee on Education.

6117. By Mr. STONE: Petition of 32 citizens of Kingfisher,
Okla., asking Congress to pass favorably on House bill 9233, to
prescribe a certain prohibition oath; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

6118. Also, petition of 43 citizens from Mooreland, Okla., ask-
ing Congress to pass favorably on House bill 9233, to prescribe
a certain prohibition oath; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

6119, Also, petition of 17 citizens of Oklahoma City, Okla.,
asking Congress to pass favorably on House bill 9233, to pre-
scribe a certain prohibition oath; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

6120. Also, petition of 82 citizens of Alva, Okla., asking Con-
gress to pass favorably on House bill 9233, to preseribe a cer-
tain prohibition oath; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

6121. Also, petition of Woman’s Relief Corps of Oklahoma,
asking Congress to pass favorably on House bill 8765, introduced
by Mr. Stosss ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

6122. By Mr. WHITTINGTON : Petition of J. M. Bennett and
66 citizens, asking for the passage of House bill 2562 and Sen-
ate bill 476, for increased pensions for Spanish-American veter-
ans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6123, By Mr. WOLFENDEN : Petition of West Chester Lodge
No. 908, Loyal Order Moose, West Chester, Pa., praying for
passage of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, to increase pen-
sions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

6124. By Mr. ZIHLMAN : Petition of the North Takoma Im-
provement Club, of Takoma Park, in reference to House bill
10813, the District appropriation bill, and the elimination of the
item of $£211,000 for the construction of a viaduet to eliminate
the dangerous grade crossing at Fern and Chestnut Streets
NW.; to the Committee on Appropriations.

SENATE
Frmay, March 28, 1930

The Chaplain, Rev. Z&Barney T, Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

O God, who art always more ready to hear than we to pray,
and who lovest every soul of man more than a mother loves her
child, give us the inward grace to utilize for every need the
impact of all outward things, the glowing love enriched by serv-
ice, the generous mind that sees with a thousand eyes though
others be dim-sighted, and the reverence that arms with courage
as we face the duties of another day. Bless our fair land with
every element of good, that sheltered by Thy fostering care we
may approve ourselves a nation void of offense, and in this hour
of serving Thee may discern in the crises of our times Thy
judgments, in the growing demand for righteousness the coming
of Thy kingdom. All of which we ask through Jesus Christ our
Lord. Amen.

The legislative clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of Tuesday, March 25, 1930, when, upon request of Mr.
McNary and by unanimous consent, the further reading was
dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6120) to amend the
act entitled “An act to provide for the construction of certain
public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved May 25,
1926 (44 Stats. 630) ; the act entitled “An act to amend section 5
of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the construction of
certain public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved May
25, 1926, dated February 24, 1928 (45 Stats. 137) ; and the act
entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to
acquire certain land within the District of Columbia to be used
as space for public buildings,” approved January 13, 1928 (45
Stats. 51).

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 5616) to amend the act entitled “An act to provide
that the United States shall aid the States in the construction
of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11,
1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other purposes,

The message further announced that the House had passed
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H. R. 4293. An act to provide for a ferry and a highway near
the Pacific entrance of the Panama Canal;
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H.R.T968. An act granting the consent of Congress to agree-
ments or compacts bitween the States of Oklahoma and Texas
for the purchase, construction, and maintenance of highway
hridges over the Red River, and for other purposes;

H.R.8293. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to read-
just the commissioned personnel of the Coast Guard, and for
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1929;

H. R. 8637. An act to fix the rank and pay of the Commandant
of the Coast Guard;

H. R. 8807. An act to provide for the coordination of the pub-
lic-health activities of the Government, and for other purposes;

H. R. 10583, An act to provide for the method of measurement
of vessels using the Panama Canal; and

H. R.10813. An act making appropriations for the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia and other activities chargeable
in whole or in part against the revenues of such District for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for other purposes.

ENROLLED BILLSE AND JOINT EESOLUTION SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the following enrolled bills and joint resolution,
and they were signed by the Viee President:

8.3371. An act to amend section 88 of the Judicial Code, as
amended ;

H. R.3657. An act to quiet title and possession with respect to
certain lands in Custer County, Nebr.;

H. 1t. 6120. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the construction of certain public buildings, and for
other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630); the
act entitled “An act to amend section 5 of the act entitied ‘An
act to provide for the eonstruction of certain publie buildings,
and for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926,” dated February
24, 1928 (45 Stat. 137) ; and the act entitled “An act authorizing
the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire certain lands within
the District of Columbia to be used as space for public build-
ings,” approved January 138, 1928 (45 Stat. 51) ;

H. R.11045. An act to increase the appropriation for the
acquisition of a site for the new House Office Building; and

H. J. Res. 264. Joint resolution making an appropriation to
complete the restoration of the frigate Constitution.

PETITIONS

Mr. BRATTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Tajique, N. Mex,, praying for the passage of legislation grant-
ing increased pensions te veterans of the war with Spain, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of
Vickery, Tex,, praying for the passage of legislation granting
increased pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, which
was ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens (ladies) of
Georgetown, Tex., praying for the passage of the so-called
Brookhart bill, being the bill (8. 1003) to prevent the obstrue-
tion of and burdens upon interstate trade and commerce in copy-
righted motion-picture films, and to prevent restraint upon free
competition in the production, distribution, and exhibition of
copyrighted motion-picture films, and to prevent the further
monopolization of the business of producing, distributing, and
exhibiting copyrighted motion-picture films (a) by prohibiting
the blind booking and block booking of copyrighted motion-pie-
ture films; (b) by prohibiting the arbitrary allocation of such
films by producers and distributors to theatérs in which they or
other producers and distributors have an interest, direct or indi-
rect; (e¢) by making unlawful the arbitrary refusal by pro-
ducers or distributors to furnish such films to theaters in which
they have no interest; (d) and by making unlawful any system
for the arbitration of disputes arising out of the lease or license
of such films which is imposed on the exhibitor against his will
and/or which is enforced by the coercive action of producers or
distributors not parties to the dispute, which was referred to
the Commnittee on Interstate Commerce,

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. VANDENBERG :

A bill (8. 4027) granting the consent of Congress to the
Board of County Road Commissioners of Wayne County, Mich.,
to reconstruct, maintain, and operate as a free highway bridge
the existing railroad bridge across the American channel of the
Detroit River, leading from the mainlind to Grosse Isle, Mich,,
and about 16 miles below the city of Detroit, Mich.; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce,

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

A bill (8. 4028) to amend the Federal farm loan act as
amended ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.
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